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THE 


PREFACE 


TO THE 


READER 


FI Hat there was juit Cauſe 
for a Writing of this 
nature,l hope this Book 

it ſelf will convince even his 

Lordſhip himſelf ; but how I 

came to be engaged in it, perhaps 

A 3 the 
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the Curious may defire to know, 
and I think it reaſonable enough 
to ſatisfie them. 


H:is Lor dſhip had heen well 
alſured by ſome of his moſt Du- 
tf! Cle: ry, that the imtegrity 
cf his Faith was nnder a' com- 
mon ſuſpicron, fer cauſes which 
F ſha il thin & fit 0 ſuppreſs. And 
21 wid fo | enhbly affef him, 
that chencefur ward all his Ad. 
COS 471 41 Diſc OH} fe ſ feem'd pain- 
42 B a7 1nit Deiſm and Socini- 
aniim, to work off the Fealou- 
fi of his Cler 'TY. And truly 
this ſeemed to be, not only a de- 
frened, 


The: Preface. 
ſigned, but an effetual Eſſay 
hereunto, which he offered in 
the Oral Diſcourſe on the Dru. 
nity and Death of Chriſt, of 
which I my felt Was an Auditor 
at W arminiter in the Year 
1693, being led thither by a 
ftrang defire to know the Senſes 
of ſo great a Prelate, on thoſe 
Points which bave employ'd my 
Theories for above Twenty 
Seven Nears. 


And truly, as it was then de- 
lreered, it gave a general Foy 
and Satisfattion to the whole Co- 
rona of the Clergy, and to my 
A4 [i 
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felf alſo ; for though there were 
ſome little failures, I attribu- 
ted thoſe to the inevitable looſe. 
aſs of « preſent efſuſon, face 
all the ſub/t ance *Jeemed even 
heartily Orthodox and Chriſtian, 
without any indecencies toward 
the Fathers, or flouts at the re- 
cerued Notions or Forms ; and 
with moſt paſſonate concern a- 
gainit the Socinian Impieties. 
For though, indeed, be commen. 
ded the Foreign Socinians for 
their Morals, yet ours he | ſe. 
werely condemned for a rout of 
profligate and trreligions Villains, 
Inſomuch, that I not only fancere- 


lt 
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ly thanked his Lordſhip, but de- 
fired a worthy Favourite of bis 
Lordſhip's to beſpeak the Publi. 
cation, that the whole Church 
might rejoyce with us together, 
that ſo Great and Learned a Fa 
ther had ſo publickly and ſolidly 
aſſerted that Faith, which he 
was ſuppoſed really to deſpiſe. 
And not only ſo, but I every 
where celebrated his Integrity 
and Learning among my Friends, 
that upon my account they quit- 
ted their prejudices againſt him, 
which ſeveral other Mens fair 


Charatter had not been able to 


YeMIoUeE, 


But 
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But when I ſaw the Di/- 


courſe as it came new dreſſed 
from the Preſs, I was quite 
confounded by a complication of 
paſhons and amazements at the 

anges made in it, eſpecially 
by the unfriendly uſage of the 
» Hae ro the Fathers, * and "the 
Elegy. gaudy Charatter of 
© the Socinian Probity, Fuſtice, 
\, and Charity. Being thus dif- 

| appointed, no wonder if my heart 
' was heated within me. And 
hereupon I undertook to write to 
his Lordſhip my grief at thoſe 
Paſſaces which offended me,and 
another particu/ar praftice of 
his 


The Preface: 
' his Lorajhip not to be mentioned 


1 here, This Letter his Lord: 


| | ſhip reſented very grievouſly as 
too free and darimg, and for 
that Cauſe wrote to me, that be 
would admit of no diſcuſfron of 
particulars with a Man of my 
ill temper, who ſeemed made to 
exerciſe the patience of better 
Men, But had I come and 
modeſtly propoſed my exceptions, 
he could and would have green 
me ſatisfaion ; but if I would 
to the Preſs for want of ſuch 
private ſatisfation, (as I had 
forewarned his Lordſhip ) 1 
might take my Courſe, /0 that 
this 
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this Book comes out even with 


his Lordſhip's Licenſe. 


The Perſons near me,to whom 
the Letter was ſhown by his 
Lordſhip, on the account there. 
of grven at ſecond hand, did in- 
deed judge the Letter bitter, and 
fo 1 confeſs it was, not from a- 
ny malignity in my temper, ' but 
in the matters charged on his 
Lordſhip. And to ſhew my ten. 
derneſs of his Honour, I did pro. 
teſt to him, that I wrote it not 
with that Envy, through which 
ſome Arn ( forgetting his great 
merits) inſult on bis failures, 

but 
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but that he might make ſuch a- 
menqments himſelf as might pre- 
vent thoſe aſſaults and cenſures, 
which otherwiſe muſt fall upon 
him. And to let him ſee, that 
it was written for Conſcience 
only, not for clamonr, I promi- 
ſed him to impart it to no Man 
living, nor ſhould any Perſon 
have ever known the leaſt. apex 
of it, if his Lordſhip himſelf 
had not diſcovered it. Now 
whether his Lordſhip be indeed 
able to ove me ſatisfattion as 
to the matters taxed in his Di/- 
courſe, I leave to him to try, 
and God and his Church to jadge. 

But 


The Preface. 
But for the private prathice F 
objefted 0 him, I will at Pre- 
ſent ſpare him; and if his L or d- 
ſhip will be /o kind to himfelf, 


AS Trizar owyegupv imo Frome, f 
matter ſhall not only be huſhed 
up, but every ſoulof his Cler 
will love him with new 
VOHY S, 


But as to his Do(trine tt ts 
rone abroad an1 cannot return. 
And if it be of evil influe nce on 
Young Students, or Men prepa- 
red to Irreligicn, or of diſhonon- 
rable Re flexion to the preſent 
Reign, or State of Religion, 


C very 
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every Man has a juſt right 
fairly and bravely to oppoſe it, 
without fear of Men, or reſpe&# 
of Perſons ; And if it be not ſo, 
I promiſe his Lordſhip the moſt 
publick Penance and Recanta- 


t10N, 


A Vudication 


A Vindication of the Primitive 


Fathers againſt the Imputa- 
tions of Gilbert, Lord 


Biſhop of Sarum, &>c. 


Panar L 


Q. 1. WO Things I have to urge 
againſt my Lord Biſhop of 
Sarum, in his Diſcourſe on 


the Divinity and Death of 
Chriſt : One is, that he very defectively 
(to fay no worſe) ſtates our Faith and 
Dodrine in the Articles of the Trinity 
and Incarnation , tho' * he , 
profeſſes it a Matter of the *:** 
greateſt Importance for ns to have our No- 
tions concerning theſe, right and duly ſta- 
ted ; and tho he expoſes the Fathers under 
the fame and worſe Imputations, which 
B D 
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is the ſecond thing that offends. + For he 
mary arts, real failures in any 


fey Cade k and + Fog 


Ws Change Thu be ly Pur: hu 
, That he foully. taces 
IE Divinity and Incarnation 
and therein of the Holy" Trinity, oi 
which he tell us, + there have 
TP.39, 3*- been three Opinions, t, 
the Socinian, the Arian ; we eerpron Yer 
ly, that which 1 would have called the 
olick and Chriſtian Faith. . Now his 
Lordſhip means, there have been theſe 
three Opinions either within, or on 
the Church Catholick ; if within, 
deed here is an infinuation laid. ho 
Comminion with Socinians and Arians, 
which is a bleſled Comprehenſign,; but 
if bis Lordſhip means not withig the Ca- 
tholick Church only, then he had-been 
nearer the number, if He had { 


more) yet that which is mare 
ſuſpicions iS, Lg he calls the 4 


®P. 31. 


ehird Opinion (&aith tiis TM t, "hs 
the Gidbead by the fiterual Word. 


g; Oe tk 


- 
fk: 
. 
” 


the Primitive Fathers, &c. 3 


ond = Heſfed Three, dwelt jh, and * 

yg to the Flumane Nas 
our whory that 2 Virtue of it 
ira wer in a3 Our 
Bu ah ar Had rhat 
God, and as 
hs me ny M4) tu 4 as the pro 
per Ohjett of 9443s Adoration. By theſe 
of this Perſwaſnm the Term Perſon became 
d 40 The Three, which the Scripture 


I Af the Nitric of Pather, Sun or 

Fl Chap, v4. defien 16 Yiſco» 

N xn ern 0 Yom be that Theſe. Three 

ev ertht Names of the fame 7. 

Bur '%y Perfov ts wot-thetour Jhcb 4 Ae. 

aAder tend by that Word, 4 

tt plieebre..;- Bair, but {yp gone ther 
that Bleſſed has 


ſe 


the pare be Didrine, 

s there is But One God, ſd in _ 
rr Effence there are Three, that 
are really different jroth ove another, aud 
are mare than three Names, of three out- 
war Oeconmies -* (6r Modes} , 5 
and that the Secind of theſe a2. 
was in 8. mot itutimate and anconcets.ble 


op Ton i# þ of, by whicb ny ya 
” rent from the orber two... So 1- 
ues f gener at if the 
+033, 
P- 


ad manyer waited ro a perfe# Man ; fo that 


B 2 from 
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from the Humane and' Divine Nature thus 
united, there did reſult the Perſon of 
Chriſt. : LABS") of 
$. 3. And now perhaps ſome may w 

der what Exceprions lie againſt this ; but 
there are indeed ſeveral, and thoſeof great 
Importance. ' Firſt, That he calls it an 
Opinion only like that of the Socinian 
and Arian, while yet he intimates itto be 
the Doftrine of the Church. The truth 
is,as his Lordſhip has ſtared ir, it has many 
meer Opinions 1n it ; bur they are ſuch as 
are not in the Faith, and ſo ought not to 
have been repreſented as the Doqrine of 
the Church. But if his Lordſhip had tx- 
ken it for the Chriſtian Faith, cither as it 
is, or ought to have been ſtated by him, 
he ought not to have fer it out as a-meer 
Opinion or Perſwaſton of a third Party. 
For a meer partial Opinion cannot” be a 
Divine or Catholick Faith, whether we take 
Opinion for the A or Object of Opinion. 
For the Act is meer Humane Cory 
without certain grounds; and objeQively 
Opinions are Propoſitions that have ho 
certain , but only probable- appearance, 
which therefore no Maris bound in' Con- 
ſcience To aflert, or ftand by for want of 
certain * Evidence and Authority. Bur 
Catholick Faith objetively taken conſiſts of 


certain 
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certain Principles made certainly evident 
by Divine Revelation to the Holy Catho- 
lick Church,and thereupon to be relied on, 
and aſſerted . againſt all temptations in 
hopes of Life Eternal. Now theſe Princi- 
ples. thus received were the Faith of the 
Univerſal Church (not the Opinion of any 
Party) in the beginning ; and therefore 
the contrary Parties and Opinions arifing 
ſince (of what Cut or Size ſoever ) pertain 
aot tothis Holy Body, in which the Faith 
of the Trinity truly ſtated is as eſſential 
as the Faith of the... Unity, and as funda- 
mental in the Chriſtian Profeſſions. Now 
weuld it not be very Theological to fay, 
That all the Patriarchs, Prophets, and A- 
the whole Synagogue of the Jews, 

and» Church of Chriſt were ever. of this 
Opigion,. That there is one God only the 
Creator and Governour of all things? That 
the Apoſtles and all Chriſtians are of Opi- 
nian.that Jeſus is the Chriſt 2 Thar it is our 
Opmion, That he came down and dwelt 
among, us ; died, roſe again, and aſcended 
into Heaven, and ſhall come to Judgment 
at the general Reſurreion ? Juſt ſo abſurd 
iti to. call che Catholick Faith of God's 
Church the Qpinion or Perſwaſion of a 
Party. . 'Tis .rrue indeed , his Lordſhip 
ſometimes calls it Doctrine, but this term 
M B 3 1s 


—Þ 
| require 15, that the Eathobkck Botbine 
be. alerted xs. a Rule of Faith; which :ahe 
Chuxch bound. to adhere. to. on the age: 
tain Authority. of Divine Revelatzan. ; thus, 


Revelation appcaring, real nos only1to = 
Opinions, 


Whereas his. Lord(hip.onby 
Pa 5e Yies, 4 met poines 
of Dodtrias, becauſe: we” are 
that. they.are revealed to us. in Strigqure ;, 
which. isfe languid and unſate « Rake) has 


it wi refalve baith incocevery py uu 


vate ſancies and: contrachcory 

ſiocg edch. Man's Fairs is his Perfucadon,; 
that what:he believes for a Doctrine: avTe> 
vealed it Scripture. Whereas:the. At. of 
a Chriſhan Fajth beheves fuch, .Dqdtrme. 
to be true and fundamental '19-Chraſtani- 
ty fromthe. certain fividence thereofi in; 
the Scriptures, acknowledged.: by ial! 
Churches noz. led: by-: calzdl- Perſuafrons, 
hurt by 2 primutive, 'pexpetual,: univerda), 

and unanimous Gonvidtion and Fradition. 
The 


pare. the Primitive Fathers, Ec. 7 
awd Perfwaſions 


\ 
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_ fu tal, upon his own private 
Pino 
of wy Fae Chriſt ; though-he' fan- 


ſies lis conceptions revealed in the Scri- 
ptures. 

$. 4..Secondly, His Lordſhip is not 
clear in "the point of Incarnation ; for he 
tells us, that this third.Oginion is, that by 
the Union of the Eternal Word. \gtith 
Chrift's Humanity, God aud Man truly:\be- 
came oue Perſon. Now here firſt wer arc 
not taught, whether. there were three;-or 
any dne Perſon in the God-head before'the 
Incarnation.: For this account will admit 
the Perſonality of Chriſt to be founded 
_ firſt + in the Humane: Na- 

A ture according to ſome: of 
his Lordſhi 1 Criticks, (which he. darts 
not cont ) who place the foundation 
of the Sonſh - A the lower Nature, | Yea, 


this Deſcription will adit the Patripaſſian 


Hereſie of but one Perſon in the Deity: 
For if the Eternal Word. were no Perſondi- 
ſtint from the Father, the Unioa hereof 
with the Humanity conſtitutes the Father 
an incarnate Perſon ; or otherwiſe by this 
State of his Lordlhips Dodtrine,the Father, 
Son, and, Holy Ghoſt may be conceived 
as one incarnate Perſon. . Whereas his Lord- 

ſhip well knows our Faith to be —_ 
rae 


_— -- -« w« we © «<a wi 


ene ett. coco ant lb ds act 


b, 
4 © 


- and 


Chriſt exceptively of the Fa- 
ther andithe Holy Ghoſt from this Perſo- 

$- 5+ Now if a Man would enquire" into 
the Motives of this affeed obſcurity in his 
Lordſhip; that leaves -our xa bury 
ny Herefies, his Lordſhip's Words would 
lcad oneto a conchiſion, or at leafth fair 
| is; that his Lordſhip does not be- 
lieve any DiſtinRion” really Perſonal be- 
tweery the Father, Word, and Holy Spirit, 
but that"the true and real Perſonality of 
Chriſt is proper to the: Humane Nature. 
For he teacheth us, that thoſe whom the 
Church calteth Perſons,” the Scripture only 


ind lr Names of Father, Son or Ward, 


[ 


Ghoſt | Where that artificial 


Word derogates from the propriety 


.and hrnefs* of che rerm Perſon, ,as if the 


Scriptgrexerms did not come up to it, nor 


juſtife?=ie.”''- And. if his Lordſhip will 


ſtand by” the + plain inten- 
tion: of this Words eMewhere, TP. 45- 


; he places Chriſt's Perſonality only in! his 


Manhood in theſe words ;- That Divine 


* Perſon in whom dwelt the Eternal Ward. 


So 


terms, he ſeems for | 

it,. wr-thepthe: Scripture does not-comeup 

<a —_—_— there. Perſuns, 

But when: here ttis third Opiniania, 

than by: ther Imcarnazion/ God and' Man 

truly: brawas one: Berſon,. I would! fain: 
 Outntezm@t,' of no: Iftnor; this 

Dodtrme-is-to-be blamed, thas tzachios: him- 

to-bertrulyrane Perſon, ſtace;the trunks of 


CT —— and! | 
if. itbe:nortrue;; the, 


it is:to'be caſbiered: Dac-if, 20 aver$ithis, 
it be-wrue, then bwould fauribe 


whether the:Churoh does nov aſc/the even | 


Perfonun- the-lame peo 
thofather, : {Spirix 
CE three: Perſons! 
does when She calls:Chriſt; or. 
God"incarnaze-a. Perſon 2 For if: She - 
rhe term in ther fameſoxmal intentien;chen- 
if the-Ghrift be 4. proper:Perſon; fo ere the- 
Father, and Holy.Spirit: two other Perſons 
properly 


. 


wks |. 


- nw Arno © 


and- . 
ticks) from-the Church. Now-wheren- lay. 
' theis Hepelie.s Why in this, Thar the Fa- 
co-offenchl-Perfons really diſtinch wet» 


was theiCathotick Faith; in of which. 
they--coined- this = ag,» thoſe 
' Nantes: hadi nov thres diſtin. ſabjets of. 
: whiclvchey:were- predicares, or. denominay 
* tions, but only were rhice tithes ob God: 
' the Father, who became-incarnate.and/fof- 
 ſered-for:vs, Now hence ir appears, that. 
* their Herefie conſiſted inthe denial of what 


WAS 


_y c 
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was eyes before received in the Church, | 
Thas the Father, Son,and Holy Ghoſt, were 
three Perſons. And it {o, then is bis/Lord- 
ſhip's ioGnuation falſe and injurious, that 
the term Perſon. had its riſe and ,oocaſion Þ 
from Patripaſiianiſm, and conſequently is 
of a later Date, that by this fraudulent Hy» 
the term, and the ſenſe; of it 
may; be taken for not Primitive and. Tras q: 
ditzonal, but a mere later and artificia} in- 
vention. Now to prove what I ſay to be | 
true, 1 aw to produce authenuck Teſti- þ 
monies. Now in the Latio World the farſt 
1 ever have read of vat. caught Patripeſiia- 
niſm-was Praxeas, againſt whoſe Herefio | 
herep Tertallian wrote, and charged is | * 
e 2 ſor denying. the;'keernal 
Word 40 be 2 * ſubſtantial » 
: and- real”: Berfon «\ Which 
Terculdgor (thovgl»; then | 
a.-Momanyſt) hen: affer+ | 
ted with the Church, 1 ' 
though #is- + rerms-apd | 
lenſes were ſornerumes Ve- 
ry Gogularly odgdiconcer- | 
po perion® ning; the production! aft | 
... the ſecond Perſon. Inthe ' 
varien. de. Trinit.— Eaſtera Church. ſeveral © 
C_ Perlonam 1ofed into the ike Error, * 
| , the moſt ſamous of which 
was 


—-_ —— + + > £ 9 


L 
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7 was Sabellius, from whom the Hereſte was 
entitled Sabel/ianiſm;. which denied what 


rc 


d- > that Charch alſo had ever alſerred; That 
at & the Father, Son, and- Holy Spwit were 


MN 7 chres Perſons ; inſtead w they al- 
15 * ſerted them to be but one Perſor.: ' For 
ſ- © the truth hereof I ſhall recite the 'Words 
it * + of St” Hthanaſius, a5'be- + atan. 


' Apolſtaſic;'as this Father 
calls it; tad-nor the Faith 5 


I»  yond alt-Exception valid. Sow” be -m- 
4 Frods whence it a re orgdy, =o b 
© | that 'the Sabe/lizxs alſer- 35 Fake 

» 17 ted bat one Perſon againſt 9 34 Sirop- 
t > char Plurality of Perſons **; al. oh; gb 
* | fore-acknowledged in the wwe); "Cr 
!  Chinch. And now I © bong # 
8 |” leaveit to his Lordſhipto ,3, Þ Ges. 
>  explaiyhow the-denial of -w 4 nav 
| © three” Perſons © could ' be — = 
) 

7 

, 


b; of ther” been before - ex- 
© prefly'--avowed. and re- 
-, ceived#®"'For Hereſte is 

an oppoſition of erue re- 
© ceived Faith , and Apg- re. 
— ftaſhe > muſt be from 
' Profeſhon, $0 that” the Doctrine of 
* a Perfonal” Trinity was not later than 
” Patripaſſianiſm , but the Origioal Faich. 
Nor 


their Perfonaliey ; wo | 
Dr. Sher46:#'s Notion of « Tritity it Uni- 


CO Decide Tan oy prom 
tiſe of theſe Terms #4 #» Rock of 
ashis Lorelthip appeats ndoſtrionfly ry do 
in his Stare of the Doftrme. TI Have not 
Facundns by me; "and fo canwr "fo" well 
judge of the convernerce of his With : 
Bur as to the Terty Hypoſtaſis Sb 
ſtence, tho' it wixiry we long” 
belhzniſm, and uf of the Perfon-of R 
Father, 


ami. the Primivive Fathers, &c. 

backer, © Fd. 1.2, pot was vitae  pro- 

xauahs! Wis, mower Wi: 
on ng 


= 
rH 


gee Tipu 
ION T7 


whwchbe is truly different 


Perſon, he hugs the Word as rauch 
at prolent, to do, and afſligns a 

card which is not any way + perional. 
For 
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is got the” other, it will as well agree to 
two or three Tobaco-pipes ; 
truly different from-each other. 1 would 
therefore ask his Lordſhip, Does the Name 


of Father, as diſtin from the Son, im» *' 
port ao more than that one is not theother, * 


or does it import « Perſonality really - Pa- 
ternalz. If he will grant only the 


part of the disjunQion, (as he grants no | 


more in his Diſcourſe) then there really 
was no God the Father from Eternity till 
the Creation -of Chriſt, which was- the 
firſt Article of Arianiſm ; nor was he, who 
is by all called God the Father, ever a gruc 
Perſon, which yet however all have ever 
acknowledged. But it he ever was s true 
Perſoa, and Farther, then firſt as to him 
the Term is elder than Patripaſſianiſm z 
and I demand a good- reaſon, why - the 
Ecernal Word is not as much and-as grue a 
Perſon allo, eſpecially if he be the Eternal 
Son of the Eternal Father ? For otherwiſe 
the Father and the Son will be of Dignities 
ſpecifically diflerent, if one be of a perſo- 
nal, and the other of unperſonal Charater.; 
tho' how a real Son can be a thing really 
zmperſonal I cannot. conceive; ..and, 

he that allows no more diſtintion-. but 
only this, tat one 45 Not the other, tacitly; 
| denying 


For it-being only ſuch a diyerſity that one | 
for theſe are * 
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denying the relative 'diſtinQion- berween 
Father.amd the Son, doth really deny ork 
the Farher and the Son; Wherrtheſe Words 
were orally delivered at Warmi/ter, | obler- 
ved ther to my ſelf, but looked on ir 
as a ſlip only of an extemporary ſpeaking ; 
but. when I'ſee it alſo-after the laft conco- 
Qion! detivered front the Preſs, 1 fuſpet 
ſornewhat more than ſhould be; I am ſure 
the DiQatc” is rotten, and tacitly imports 
a remantciation of our Chriſtianity, - © 4 

$ $/"And yet after all, fo great is the 
force'of / Truth, thar ve wilt maintain "its 
Evidegce, even in- the Tongues and Pers 
of its*Adverſaries.” For though fome part 
of tis Lordſhip's DoQrines denies the-Per- 
ſorality/ yet - others' unwittingly concede 
it. Fot of all; when he calls:the Tri- 
nity the Bleſſed Three, not daring to fay 
Perſof(s] the Character of Bleſſed doth im- 
port '@ -feal Perſonality. For whether it 
be (taker for mary in the ſenſe of 
God'veſRrtial Happineſs, or in the ſenſe 
of WA$n!%, as the objets of our religious 
Praiſes f yer if the Three are either, or 
both ways Bleſſed, they muſt be Perſons. 
For #mong created Beings, none are inter- 
nally or ally bl , but what are 
Perſohal;- but if any* Man will cavil, and 
ſay; 'rhat God in the Creation bleſled 
wv 09 C things 
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things Imperſonal, gnd promiſed ſuch Bleſ- 
ſings alſo in the Moſaical Covenants; it is 
enough to reply, That theſe Bleſſed Tbree 
are uncapable of thoſe lower forms of Be» 
nedicion, and muſt have a Divine Bleſled» 
neſs, if they are of a Divine Nature. Now 
his Lordſhip will not ty, that theſe are 
Three Diſtin& Bleſſed Eſſences, and he ſays 
they are more than three Names, Oeco- 
nomies, or Modes ; ſo that he cannot with 
conſiſtence call them three Bleſſed Names, 
Oeconomies, or Modes; and then what 
can he or any one elſe conceive by Three 
Blefled, but Three Bleſſed Perſons 2 _ For 
though it may be truly ſaid, chat the 
higheſt Bleſſedne(s is that of Eſſence, ba 
none but a Perſon, or Perſons can be cſlen- 
tially Bleſſed. So that his Lordſhip aſler- 
ting a Bleſſed Three, muſt againſt his will 
yield them to be three Perſans really di- 
ſlint, though not divided, And fo, when 
he fays, that every one of that Bleſſed 
Three has a peculiar diſtintion in himſelf, 
this Pronoun [himſelf ] is expreſly Perſo» 
nal ; and fo either the Perſonality is Real, 
or his Lordſhip very unaccurate 1n attribu- 
ting a Perſonal Pronoun to every one of 
the Three, and fo is at his choice either 
unaccurate, or ſelf-con;raditory, or here- 
tical, or,for the ſake v! ableſled Comprehens 
ſion, all together. d. 9. Let 
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d. 9; Ler us now conſider his Lordſhip's 
proper 'Tradition of this third Opinion, or 
perhaps his own under the Colour of rhar, 
for. 'ris not eaſic to find him. 74s, fairi 
he, is in general the Sum of the Received 
Do#rine, that in Gol's undivided Fſence 
there are Three really diſjerent from each 
other, that are more than three Names, 
Oeconomies, or Medes. But here is not one 
word of Perfons, though allcrted by the 
whole Carholick Church, by our own Ar- 
eicles. and Liturgies, which his Lorgſhip 
has ſworn his untcigned Aflent and Con- 
ſetit to, and is by his Station Lou. to de- 
fend, and for which he has the great exams 
ple of his late Metropolitan. Whar latene 
Ulcer is the Cauſe of this tergiverſation [ 
cannot exaQly tell, but ſomcthing 1r+v7re 
muſt be at the botrom. But fince this 0 
ing matter of Faith, muſt be raught ev 
Profelyte before Baptiſm ; let us ſee whar 
efficacy his Lordſhip's formula will have 
when put into a Catcchiſm. Catechumen, 
My Lord, 1 2m an Heathen Philoſopher, 
and willing to be inftruQcd in the Princi- 
ptes of the Chriſtian Faith; I pray whac 
are they ? B:/þ. Firſt our received DoArine 
Is, That in the ſingle Efſence of God thers 
are Three. Catech. Three what, my Lord 2 
Biſb. Three really Jiſtin {rom one ano» 
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ther, more than three Names, Modes; or 
Occonomies. Catech. My Lord, you tell 
me what they are not, but I would fain 
know, or have ſome notion what rhey are: 
And when you tell me there are Three, 
the Rules of Logick, Grammar, and Ca- 
techiſm require a Subſtantive to determine 
the Senſe ; | pray, my Lord, has your Ca- 
tholick Church, or your Church of Exg- 
land given them no CharaQteriſtick Name? 
Biſh. Yes, aſter Patripaſſianiſm aroſe, ſhe 
called rhem Perſons as a Teſt to diſcover 
them. Catech. But why then had you not 
thus ated the ſum of your received Do- 
Arine, that in God's Unity of Eſſence there 
are Three Perſons? for if this were received 
beſore or ſince Patripaſſianiſm, 'tis received 
into your Chriſtian Confeſſions. Perhaps 
the Catholick Church may not really mean 
that they really are what ſhe calls them, 
that is, Perſons; and hence your Lordſhip 
thought fit to omit it; | pray, my' Lord, 
deal openly with me, 1s it ſo, or how is it ? 
Biſh, Traly, Sir, the Church only means 
that one 15 not the other ; that is, all that 
is intended in the Term Perſon. Catech. 
This looks very Catachreſtical and Inarti- 
ficial ; but do not your Scriprures- teach 
them robe Perſons ? Bifh, No, they only 
call them by the Names ©! tather, Son or 
Word, 


-——- 


. li 


i 


Parti the Primitive Fathers, &c. 21 


Word; and Holy Ghoſt. Catech, Burt do 
not your Scriptures and your Churches 
reach; that the firſt of theſe is really a Fa- 
ther,- and the ſecond really his Son ? Bi/b. 
This is one of the three Qpinions that the 
Scriptures do ſo teach. Catech. And is 
this the Opinion your Lordſhip will ex- 
plain-to me + Brſh. Yes, Sir. Carech, Are 
Father and Son then Perſonal Titles> Biſ6. 
Yes; Sir, among Men. Catech. But are 
they not ſo-in the Deity 2 Bih. Sir, they 
are-not called Perſons in Scripture, but on- 
ly Father, Son or Word, and Holy Ghoſt ; 
but we mean no more by Perſons, bur that 
one 15-not the other ; there are three, Sir, 
that ,you may depend on ; but I pray, Sir, 
do not preſs me againſt liberty of Con» 
ſcience to call them Perſons, for I cannot 
tell what they are, nor what to call them. 
Catech. Bur, 1 pray, my Lord, why did 
your: Apoſtle blame the 4rhenian Inſcri- 
ption tothe unknown God, and promiſed 
to declare him unto them, it he taught no 
more notions of him than that there are 
Three I know-not-whats in the God-head ? 
L am in hope I ſhall find better information 
irom your Fathers ; | pray, my Lord, what 
is :your Opinion of them hercin ? Biſh. 
Perhaps, Sir, they have gone beyond due 
bounds, contradicted each other and then- 

bu, GI ſelves, 
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ſelvcr, they nſe many impertinent Simile's, 
run Out 1/0 much length awd confuſion, while 
they talk of things to others which they wwe 
durſtand not themſelves. Catech. My Lord, 
if you can teach me nothing of your Faith 
in God, if you will reject rhe rerms of your 
Church, ro which you have ſworn your 
unfeigned afſent. i} you diſſolve the Senſe 
of your Scripture Terms into nothing, and 
renounce the Wiſdom of your Primmive Fa- 
thers, you force me to retreat from my 
hopcs, and to devote my Soul to the Socie- 
v of the Philotophers. This muſt be the 
Hive of ſuch a drv, ſenſlefs, infipid State 
of tie Faith, if offered to the Wiſe of the 
Mourthen., Whereas the true Theory of the 
Faiti: is a mo#t noble and feraphicx Theo- 
logy accounting for Creation and Provi- 
dence, and all "other Myſteries of Nature 
and Grace 1n fo clear and heavenly a Light, 
thar all the Idolatrous Notions and Fables 
of th*Hearhens, and all the celebrated Wil- 
don of the Philoſophers, like Dazon, tell 
bctore it, 
d. 10. Come we next to his Lordfhip's 
| eccount of the Incarnation. 
\ 0:35» 3K T Z7hbe ſecond of this Bleſſed 
Three was wnited toa perfect Man, ſo that 
from the F{umane and Divize Natwre thus 
wnrted, there did reſult the Perſon of the 
Meſpas, 


| 
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Meſfrar, who was both God and Man. Now 
here it.is to be noted, that this Expoſition 
of our Faith is his Lordſhip's own, after his 
Cenfare of rhe Primitive DoQtrines herein, 
ſo that we muſt take this as moſt corret 
and exact. He rhen that hitherto omitted 
in his own accounts the Term Perſon in 
his Dorine of the Trinity, admits it here 
concerning the Meſtas, and conſequently 
leaves us to conclude, that he judges it im- 
proper to be applied to the Trinity, but 
proper to the Meſtas or God Incarnate. And 
ſecondly, it is notorious that he denies the 
Perſonality of Chriſt to be Eternal, ſince 
he aflerts it toreſult from the Union of two 
Natures. Tis true, indeed, the Royal or 
Sacre Character of Chriſt is Perſonal, that 
is, it muſt ſuppoſe Perſonality in the Subs» 
jet lo entitled ; and it is certain alſo, that 
it was the Title of an Office of a Perſon to 
be incarnate, but this does not inferr, that 
the Perſonality of the Meſfas commenced 
or reſulted from his Incarnation. For an 
Eternal Perſon aſſumed our Nature fo to be- 
come our threefold Meftas : So that though 
the CharaQterand Offices of Chriſt reſulted 
from the Incarnation, yet not the Perſon, 
or Perſonality ; for to this the Humane Na- 
rure was afſumed or pre-cxiſtent, but added 
or contributed nothing thereunro, Where- 

C4 fore 
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fore upon this news of a reſulting, Perfona- 
lity, I as& whether the Son of God was a 
Perſon antecedently to his Incarnation, or 
no? If not, this is down-right Sabe4{ianiſm, 
if he was, then that antecedent Perſonality 
did not reſult from the Incarnation ; but if 
you add another from the aſſumption: of 
the Humanity, then this is Neſtorianifm ; 
if you confound them into a compound, it 
is (I think) Eutychianiſm, ſince the two 
Perſonalities cannot be confounded without 
confuſion of Natures and Subſtances. , But 
if in the Conjunction of Natures one Per- 
ſonality excludes or deſtroys the other, no- 
thing can reſult from that which is deſtroy- 
ed, but that Perſonality ſimply remains 
(as it was before) that deſtroyed the other. 
And further the Perſonality that deſtroys 
muſt te ſuperior to the deſtroyed ; and if 
ſo, it's ten to one but the Divine and Eter- 
nal Perſonality of the Word is ſuperior to 
that of the Humane Nature,and fodeſtroys 
it in the Union, and conſequently there re- 
ſults no Perſonality from the Humane Na- 
ture, but the Eternal Perſonality of the 
Word only remains ſimply as it ever was ; 
and thus at laſt truth will come upon us 
whether we will or no; for I do not ſuppoſe 
his Lordſhip will be ſo hardy as to teach, 
that a created Perſonality will. deſtroy . an 
| UnCcre- 
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' uncreated by the conjunction of +a: created 
| Nature with the Divine.» Yer after' all 

believe his Lordſhip fixes the Perſonality, 
not -in: the whole Zheanthropus, bur only. 
in the Humanity, if one could ſec his inſide ; 
ſince he * makes the Man- ; DE 
hood it ſelf a Perſon di- FL par ag 
ſtint from the Eternal jock the Frernct 

Word that dwelt therein, Word, &c. 

and inſtead of confuring , ,, $. 

+ helps thoſe Criticks © 
that place their firſt Conceptions of the Son- 
ſhip in the Humanity, and as to the Union 
he is fo ambiguous, that he tells vs nor 
whether the Father and the Holy Spirit 
came into this reſulting Perſonality, or no; 
only ſaying withont any peculiar reſtriction 
that God and Man became one Perſon,thus 
leaving a latitude for various Hereſics in 
this Myſtery. 

d. 21. So much then for the Perſonality ; 
Advance we next to the Deity of the Meſs 
fras.  * We believe, faith he, that , 
Chrift was Ged by wertue of the "0 
indwelling of the Eternal Word in him. The 
Jews could make no Objeilion 18 this, who 
knew that their Fathers had worſhipped the 
Cloud of Glory, becauſe of God's reſting upon 
it. And this he lays as a foundation, on 
which he may properly Deific Chriſt's Hu» 
IE mane 
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mane Nature. Bur this Jew:/b Doctrite is 
abſolutely falſe, and is but cither an heed- 
leſs or willfull Depravation of the Learned 
WR Dr. Whithy's chaſt and ac- 

®* Tractat. & ver- curate * Theories: herein. 
Jel Civilt. Deitat.Þ. T5 make which appear 11 
its proper viſlage, let us conſider what Wor-« 
ſhip is in the ſenſe of his Lordſhip, with 
whom it imports + not 

I _— of Sarum, only Incurvation of Body, 
tt which may be paid to 
Creatures, but Acts of Faith and Truſt, 
Prayers and Praiſes, &c. Now will his 
Lordſhip ſtare me, or any Man in the face, 
and fay, that the Jews did thus Worſhip 
the Cloud of Glory 2 This I think will be 
routed by one Syllogiſm ; whatſoever the 
Jews worſhipped according to the Law was 
God; The Cloud of Glory was not God ; 
Ergo the Jews did not Worſhip the Cloud 
of Glory. I take it for granted, that this 
Syllogiſm is impenetrable, and let * his 
Lordihip try his skill upcn it, it he pleaſe. 
It is indeed agrecable to truth, and learned 
Men teach, that //rae/ worſhipped God in 
the Cloud, over the Ark, in the Temple, 
as in all the Symbols and Places of his eſpe- 
cial Preſence ; but the Symbols or Places 
themſelves were not the ObjeRs of the 
Jewiſh Adoration, thovgh Papilts bend this 
to 


Man whatſoever will own 
that in Plalm 24. neither 
Solomon, nor the Taber- 
nacle, or Ark of the Teſti- 
mony was the King of Glo- 
ry, which they adored. Yet 


| that his Lordſhip's Con- 


ceits may have fair uſage, 
I am content to lay toge- 
ther all that he has faid to 
this purpoſe, to try whe- 
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ro the Adoration of the Hoſt. And as 
' ſimple as the Fathers are, they can inform 
' his Lordſhip, + that every 
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ther they are 1n truth 
ſound or adulterated, or whether they can 
bear a fair Tryal. He therefore teaches, 
+ that 'ris evident from ſeveral 

forms of expreſling that Cloud of ng 
Glory ; that a conſtant and immediate wiſi- 
ble Indwelling of the Fehovah was according 
to Scripture Phraſe ſaid to be Tehova, 
which was applied to nothing elſe. This the 
Greek render Ky? «&., which Term the Apo 
ftles univerſally applyins to our Saviour, 
cont mean no other but that he was the trae 
Jehovah, by a more perfect dwelling of the 
Deity in him, &c. Now here are two great 
Abſurdities ; firſt, that the viſible Indwel- 
ling of the Jehovali is in Scripture phraſe 
called 
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called Jehova ; and ſecondly, that; this 
Name was applied to nothing cle.:. For 
firſt, *ris he that dwelt between the: Cheru- 
bims in a ſymbol of Glory over the Ark, 
firſt in the Tabernacle, alter inthe Temple; 
is called Jehovah, not his very Habitation; 
"Tis the Title of the Reſident, not the-Re« 
ſidence; and fo his Lordſhip himſelf applics 
it alſo in contradiction either to himic}y, or 
the Scripture, it he expounds it rightly. 
That which perhaps led his Lordſhip; into 
this fancy is, that Shechinah Grammatical- 
ly ſignifies Habitation, and is thence taken 
by the Rabbins in a ſenſe peculiarly ſacred 
for the Majeſtick Preſence of God between 
the Cherubims, &c. and that he takes to 
be called Jehova. But his Lordſhip was 
not at leiſure to apprehend that the Rab- 
binick uſe hasturned the Grammatical nota» 
tion of Habitation, that is but an accident, 
and made it to import that ſubſtantial 
Light and Glory, the Symbol of the Di- 
vine Preſence, the Scriprure word Glory 
and the Rablinick Term Shechinab being 
equivalent, For the Kabbins by Shechinab 
mean not mere pretence, bur that Lucid 
Glory by which God preſentiated himlfclt. 
But it his Lordſhip will excute this unaccu- 
racy, and fay, That this Glory is called: Je- 
hova in the Scripture ; yet thus-is alſo falke, 
ar.d 
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and will not ſerve his turn, For this Shes 
chinab is called * the Glo- 
ry of. Jehovah, and God *'p 195 
is called + the King and {95:24 
*God- of Glory with rela- 
tion/ ro the Shechinah ; yet no Man will 
change 'the terms Glory of Jehovah thus, 
The Jehovah of Jehovah, or the God or 
King of Glory, into this form, The God or 
King of Jehovah, which yet might be done, 
if Jehova were the name of that Glory. 
When Moſes asked Jehovah to fee a greater 
and more Majeſtatick Glory 'of the Divine 
Preſence, and that Jehovah made his Glo- 
ry to paſs by, Exod. 33. 18, 21, 22. The 
Glory is plainly diſtinguiſhed from the Je- 
hovali. For Moſes would not pray thus, 
O- Jehovah ſhew me thy Jehovah , nor 
would the Jehovah fay, my Jehovah ſhall 
paſs by. Jehovah therelore was not the 
mere Shechinah, either God's Habitation, 
or the Cloud of Glory, but he that pre- 
ſentiared himſelf therein. And hence the 
ritual Worſhip of /fracl, though performed 
toward that Cloud, was yet pertormed not 
to it, - but to him whoſe Majeſty fo appea- 
red in.or by it. Nor does this Symbol ad- 
equately come up ro the Myltery of thc 
perſonal Union ; tor Go!'s inhabiting in © 
Cloud of Glory did not make a prion 
W117 
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Union between God and the Cloud, as the 
in habitation of God in Chriſt ; Humane 
Nature being of an higher and more inti- 
mate and unitive Connexion, did ; which 
yet however doth not really turn' our Na- 
ture in Chriſt into Deiry, except we will 
go over to Eutychianiſm, and a confuſion 
of Subſtance ; nor do we adore his Huma- 
nity as ſo Deified, but we Worſhip the Erer- 
nat Son of God united ro, and mediating 
for us 1n our Nature. 

6. 12. Bur whereas his Lordſhip has out- 
pitched all Mortsls in faying, That in Scri- 
prure Phraſe Jehova never imports any 
thing &fe but a conſtant and viſible imme- 
diare Inhabitation, which has been fu. 
ciently baffled in the precedent Sefion, 1 
will adventure to advance and fay, that in 
the Scriprure, the word Jehovah 1s uſed for 
God, without any imaginable reſpect to 
ſuch a Sheehinah, In the Book of Fob it is 
very oſten found, yet there being no She» 
chinah in his Land of ?:, the Author or 
Tranſlator could not uſe the term Jehovah 
concerning God appearing in the Sheehi- 
»ah of the Children of 7/raefl, for Job was 
an Alien, and of rhe Line of Fas. 'In 
thoſe infinite Places where the Creation, 
and 9! other Divine Works withovr rhe 
Lany of Canaan arccattrobutett to Jehovah, 
encre 
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there the name has no reſpet to the Shes 
chinals.  Whereſoever he is mentioned by 
this name in Aﬀairs among the Ten Tribes, 
aſter cheir ſeparation by Feroboam from the 
Worſhip -at Jers/a/em, there is no reſpect 
to the Shecbinab, tor he had no ſuch 

the Ten Tribes. When Ezetiel in Capt 
vity before the deſtrution of the Temple 
mentions the Oracles of Jehovah, or God, 
by this name in the Land of the Chaldeans, 
he has no reſpet to a Shechinab. When 
the Temple was deſtroyed, there was ne- 
ver any Shechinahb reſtored to that Temple 
any more ; yet the inſpired Pen-men after 
this call him by the name Jehovah, for 
which I reterr his Lordſhip to the Bible or 
the Concordances. And to conclude, the 
Erernal Wiſdom of the Father ſpeaking by 
Solomon, calls him Jehovah, with reſpe&t 
to ſuch 2 time, as was before all poſſibility 
of a Shechinah, Prov. $. 22. Jebovah poſe 
feſſed me in the beginning of bus way before 
his works of old. And truly if Jehovah 
were the name of God only as in the She- 
chinab, then as it did not belong to him be- 
fore the Shechinab, lo it ceaſes to appertain 
to him ſince the extinction thereot in the 
diſſolution of the farit Temple, except his 
Lordſhip will have ir revive again by the 
oxwary of Habitation of God in Chriſt's 
Humane 
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Humane Nature. But then as often 'as it 


was uſed by the High Prieſt (if riot others) * 


nnder the ſecond Temple, and after the 


ceſſation of other Prophets , till Chriſt * 


came, by his Lordſhip's Criticiſm it muſt 
be improper, and the Prophets that - called 
God Jehovah aſter rhe Deſtruction of the 
Temple, did miſname him. Burt after all, 
to keep up an old cuſtom, his Lordſhip 
adds another contradiction ; for he” fays 
5.8 * Jchovah is a federal name of 
*3%  - God: Now if fo, then was it pro- 
perly uſed of God all the while the Fews 
were in the Old Covenant with God,which 
was till the Death of Chriſt furely ; and 
conſequently all that tract of time in which 
there was no Shechinah from the ruin of 
the firſt Temple, was this name moſt pro- 
per. 
9. 13. From the Jewiſh Shechinah come 
we to Chriſt, of whom his Lordſhip thus 
teaches, * that Chriſt was God by 

*P.4% wertue of the Indwelling of the 
{P. 38. Fternal Word in him; + that the 
Fehovah dwelt ſo immediately and 

bodily in Chriſt Jeſus, that by that Tndwel- 
4 ling he was truly Jehovah, * that 
P.37- he was the true Jehovah by a more 
perfett Indwelling of the Deity in him than 
that had been which was in the Cloud, Now 
this 
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this muſt be grounded upon a Principle or 
Maxim, That whatſoever the Deity imme- 
diatcly-iphabics (as-it did the Cloud and 
the Humanity of Chriſt) chat ching be+ 
comes God and the true Jchovalt by virtue 
of that- Inhabitation 8 and thereſore the 
Cloud and the Humanity of Chriſt were 
the true Jehovaly by this Reſidence ; ard if 
fo, the Claud and Chriſt are fublannally 
the ſame thing, though yet the Cloud hath 
ceaſed to be for many Agrs. And by the 
ſame Doctrine the inner SanQtuary of the 
Tabernacle and the Temple, and mucty 
more the Templcs of our Bodics aod Sou's, 
in which Chriſt a5 God dwells immediare- 
ly by his Holy Spirit, are the true Jelpovaln 
alſo by. virtue of this Inhabitation. Ard 
beſides. all theſe abfurditics, his Lordſhip's 
rermsexcluſively diverſific the whole Chril 
who- is inhabited, from the Eternal Word 
which does inhabit in him, and fo accor- 
ding to his Lordſhip he becomes, if nor a 
Socinian, yet a ſatiricus God one way or 
other. 
$. 14+ Ay, But does not the Apoſlle ju 
ſtifie. his Lordſhip's form of ſpeaking, w hun 
be faith,* that in Chrift dweleth 
4b the fullucſ.. of the Gedbead | 5" * 
bedi/y,ybich his Lordſhip+ cites 2 
tor bis: Autharity 2 Theſe are indecd the 
D Apcſltle's 


34 - A Vindication of Part lH. * 


Apollle's Words,and his Lordſhip cuaning- 
ly referrs to them, though never intended 
to his Lordſhip's Conſequences ant! Imagi+ 
nations. For the Apoſtle ſeems to oppoſe 
the Gnoſtick P/eromata, excluding, Chriſt 
from the Supreme Pleroma and Divinity, 
Now things are inexiſtent in others, cithet 
as things contained in things containing, 
or as parts in the whole, or one part in ano- 
ther. The firſt Mode cannot belong to 
the igcxiſtence of the Deity in our nature; 
the ſecond or third form of inexiſtence may 
be conveniently aſſerted here. For firſt the 
whole Chriſt being a Compofitum of the 
Word and Manhood, the God-head of the 
Word may be faid to be in Chriſt, as part 
in the whole. Bur if you take Chriſt here 
Synecdochically for that part - of him 
w hich is diſtin from the God-head, which 
is often done, ſometimes expreſly, as the 
Man Chriſt Jefus, ſometimes implicitly 
from the neceſlary tenſe of the Texts, then 
this Text will be thus interpretable, In 
Chriſt, 4. ec. the Man Chriſt, or his Man- 
hood, dwelleth all the fullneſs of the God- 
head, as the ſuperior in the inſcrior part of 
the OerSewnG., and as the Soul in + Bos 
dy. But neither of theſe Senſes inferr, that 
all that in which the fulnz(s of the God- 
head dwclls bodily, as a Soul in a Body, is 

| thereby 


f 
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therthy really God: and the true Jehovah, 
for this would inferr an Eatychian contu- 
ſiofy of Natures and Attributes. ' To iltu- 
ſirate' this, his Lordſhip may obſerve, that 
we ſay, an excellent Soul is found in this 
Man; ether as part in the whole, or ſtri- 
ly as the whole Man is put only for 'the 
Body ; yet no Man will hence inferr, char 
all that in which the excellent Soul dwells 
thereby becomes a true Soul, for this would 
conſound the two Natures into one. * And 
truly 2s the formal StruQtore of his Lord» 
ſhip's words is heretical, fo his Arguments 
for it fron the Jewiſh Shechinah are Tdola- 
trous, and will juſtific Idolatry (5. e. Crea- 
ture-Worſhip) both in Jews and Chriſt ray, 
"Tis true, indeed, the Fathers generally 
reach # gracious, adoptive, and merapho- 
rical '®w-roalnou; of our nature in Chriſt, and 
of all Saints by him ; but not fo as wo 
make rhat Nature, or theſe Sainrs, the true 
Jehovah, notwithſtanding their murual co» 
inhabitation to all Eternity. 

& rs, It muſt be allowed, and I allow 
it freely, that the Argument broughe from 
the 'perperual rendring of Jehovah by Kz- 
et®, and the ſignal appropriation of Ku 
#:& in the New Teſtament to our Lord, 
white both Teſtaments eſtabliſh only one 
and the fame Lord, is in it felf exceeding 
V03I4T9! D 2 gocd, 
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good, and urged generally by moſt learned 
Men to this purpoſe ; but however, it 4s 
a'moſt marred by his Lordſhip's conjuring 
vp an Objeftion, which he had not kill 
enough to lay. The great Objettion, 
_ * ſays he, that ariſeth againft 
B+ thi, is, that though Ki24&% is 
indeed the common tranſlation for Jehovwah; 
yet ſometimes it is put for other Hebrew 
words, both Elohim and Adonai, and that 
in the New Teſtament it is uſed rathber'' in 
oppoſition, or more properly in ſubordination 
to the name of God, which ſcems to be fb 
ted very plainly by St.Paul; 

973 GG. 3 + when fo ſays, Sis vere 
many that were called Gods, whether in 
Heaven or in Farth, as there were Gods 
many, and Lords many. In oppoſition to all 
which'he aſſerts, that to Chriſtians there- is 
but one God the Father, of whom were all 
things, and we inbim, and one Lord Jeſas, 
by whom were all things, and we by him. 
From hence it ſeems, that the true Notion 
of this according to St. Paul, is, that as the 
Heathen Nations believed ſome ſupreme 
Deities, and orher deputed or lower Deities 
that watched over particular Nattions;' fowe 
Chriſtians do own ont only Frernal God the 
Creator and Conſerver of all, axd one Lord 
to whtm he tas given the Government: of all 
things. 
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things, So that this, as it fawonrs the No- 
tion of one exalted to Divine Authority and 
Honoar, does take away quite the whole force 
of tha Argument. Now let us ſee how his 
Lordſhip ſolves this. The ſum of what at 
large be tells us is, that he that, 
is at large the God of the Uni- '**73 
verſe,was alſo the federal God and Lord of 
the Jews, and his federal name was Jehova 
rendred KU? 1G. as the Heathens alſo were 
ſuppoſedly under the Dominion of ſome of 
their Supreme Deities. So here St. Paul 
ſets one God for us, who is alſo our federal 
God, Lord, or Jehovah by his dwelling in 
the Humane Nature of Jeſus Chriſt. But 
certainly 'tis hazardous to hang ſo weighty 
a point of Faith on fo thin a Cob-web. For 
what, firſt of all, ifa Man ſhould deny 
Jehovah to be a Name reſtrictively and re» 
latively federal tro one People, how will 
his Lordſhip convince him? It is for the 
moſt part put by it ſelf, ſeldom with any 
Genitive, never that I have yet obſerved 
with a Genitive of that People. And being 
put ſimply it is a name of pure and abſos 
lute Eſſence or Exiſtence, and altogether 
irrelative even to the whole World, as pro- 
perly belonging to his Eternal Being betore 
all Worlds. And yet it may conſequent» 
ly unport a negative reflexion on the Non- 
D 3 exiſtence 
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exiſtence of all other. Heathen Gods. . 'It 
ſeems indeed + prefixed 

Se N” tothe relative and feds- 
ral Name, which was the 

God of their Fathers, the God of Araban, 
the God of Iſaac, and the God of Jacob, 
4 declared unto Moſes * be 
# % '+ fore the name Jehovah 

was given : But it is plain that he was long 
bcfore the federal God of their Fathers, un» 
der the myſtical name of Elohim, , Adowad, 
and El{chaddai, before ever Moſes was. But 
till the appearance in the Buſh, God was 
not known to the Fathers by the name 
dana: Jehovah, though he was their 
3" federal God of Old. So that 
this name Jehovah, when added, is added 
25 2 name of Eſſence to the federal Titles 
of the God of their Fathers, the God of 
[ſracl, which were fer fo relatively to that 
People, in oppofition to thoſe relative Ti- 
tles and local Denominations, which the 
Heathen gave their tutelar and reſpeQive 
Deitics. And this I take for a certain Rule, 
that an Abſolute name of God is ſet alone, 
and a federal name always with a Genitive 
Caſe, or Suffix. Nay, Moſes expreſly uſes 
the name Jehovah without this federal re- 
*wm 22.93.12. 6c 27. lation in the Story of Ba- 


3» 6,12,26.& 24.6. /aam, * whom with Balak 
13-& 23.17.& 24-11 alſo 
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alſo Mefes makes to call God Jehovah. And 
it it ſhall be pretended that they uſed this 
as the known federal Name, for that Ba+ 
laam ſaid of Iſrael, + Je- 
bovah bis God is with him, * Nemb. 24, 21. 

i is to he qbſerved that — Arn 
the ſame Meſopotamian 24.18. 
Diyiaer calls him by the * Wha vr 
fame Term * Jehovah my 
Gad. And the fame Moſes, or whoſoever 
on? odyer Frcs l Job in Hebrew, names 

Gad o * Jehovah, , 

and F brings jn Job cal- "ery 

0G Op by that name, 42 | 

gh neither 7b, nar T2 1r 2, 
probably the Qriginal Author of that Book, 
was of the Children of Hſrael, nor within 
their eſpecial Covenant, Nay, God him- 
ſelf di this name from all federal re- 
ſtriftion, Bebold, 7 am Jebovab the Lord 

God of all fleſh. And in thoſe numeroys 
packk wherein he is relatively called Je- 

hovah Iſebaoth the Lord of Holts,the Hoſts 
of Heaven are denored, not the Armies of 

I/rgel, though ſometimes p 

theſe two Titles,the Je ? * $97 4% 
hovah or Lord of Hoſts, and God of the 

Armies of {ſreel, are joyned together, of 
which however the latter only is federal to 

D 4 that 


49 A Vindication of Patt-I. 
that People. And-infinite 

* P[al-144-13-X&® other * Texts there are 
ate-1 to ſhew Jehovah 'to be a 
name unlimited, and in its natural fignifi- 
cation antecedent to that of the God of 
_— Iſrael *, and to be ac» 
— —_—__ knowledged by all Na- 
tions in their general Converſion. - But 
ſurthcr, if the Septuagint ule) KY21@. as 2 
federal Name in the rendring the Hebrew 
Jehovah, yet does it not follow, that they 
took Jehovah for a federal Name, For 
where-ever they render it K!z4:%, (as | be- 
lieve they do _ where) there they ac- 
cording ro the cuſtom of their Nation read 
mm by Adonai, according as they have 
ſince pointed it for that way of reading, a 
religious firſt, and at laſt a ſuperſtitious tear 
reſtraining the People from the common 
pronunciation of that greateſt Name. And 
hence it will follow, that the Septuagint 
might take Adonar for a federal Name of 
God, as their tutelar Lord in oppoſition to 
the Baalim, or Lords adored by the borde- 
ring Nations. So that whereas his Lord- 
ſhip throws up not only E/ohim ,- but 
Atdonat too, to the Objection, he has un- 
dermined his own foundation for the fede- 
ral fgnification of KY41&,, eſpecially ſince 
in 
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' in the 'T1orh. Pal. God 


the Father is called *Jeho- _ —_ 

vah, and God the Son 4 297. &my 3 Ke: 
donai; the chiefeſt Text —_ 
cited our of the Old Teſtament in the New 
for a - Chriſt over his Peo- 
ple, and con y an argument that 
the New Teſtament Ke .G. jm from the 
Septuagint,as reading Adonai, How then 
ſhall the Apoſtles ſenſe be cleared, fo that 
it may not eſtabliſh two adorable Lords 
and Gods, nor. make Chriſt a Lord only by 
Advancement and Occonomy ? And here- 
unto, firſt let it be noted, that this was 
written not to Aliens or Infidels,and Stran- 


| gers to our Faith ; for to ſuch, I confeſs, 


, 


it had not been fo perfetly clear and in- 
telligible, but to « Chriſtian Church, who 
all fromthe higheſt ro the loweſt had been 
taught the myſtery of the Trinity in Uni- 
ty'; and' to theſe St. Pa/'s words are as 
intelligible in their truth as the Apoſtles 
Creed or any other, which an uninitiated 
Heathen might eafily miſunderſtand, ei- 
ther to conclude our Lord not to be God, 
as being not called God in the Apoſtles 
Creed, ( which Hereticks and Latitudina- 
rians lay hold of to their evil Ends) or 
another God ; becauſe in other formularies 
he is called God of God. But this funda- 

mental 
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mental Inſtitution, that we have. oo 
God-nor Lord than the Jews bad, andthax | 
Lord of the Jews being anly ons Al, 
mighty, we cangot err 1n ng 
this Creed of St. Pal, or any ather, t@ | 
believe that Chriſt is s Lord in nature dife + 
ſerent from God the Father Almighty; Ty | 
exhibit this more clearly, 1 will Gr thele | 
words - Peek, $0 we of oe ens | 
Creed that are moſt appoſite to them, 

liable to an Heathen miſconſtruction, 


S$. Paul $Creed. 
To uw there is one God the Father, of 
whom are all things, and one Lord Teſug 
Chriſt, by whom are all thingy. 


The Nicepe Creed. 

We bolirv iy Ged the [roger JA 
mighty, Makey © things vi Its | 
viſible, and in one Lord Feluq Clift, the 
Son of God, wery God of very God, &y whow 
ell things were made, —— \\low. 20 { 
the moit deſigned intention of St. Pau/s | 
words, and that they do not at all give 
any colour to the Socumag notion.of 
advanced to Divine Honour, - butt x: 
him with God the Father Creator of all | 
things, I ſhall digeſt them into a dye. Pa- 
raphraſe, thus ; For thovgh the Zeathen 


or- 
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| Wor ſhippers of Idols bave many ecloſtial and 
* terrefirial Gods, as they call rhem, which 


they Wer ſhip by their Jdels, their Superſtes 
tron to their falfly fo called God's ariſing from 
this truth, that God hath ſet P nttal 


' and Tutelary Powers over us, who are there» 
| fore by Office, though not by Nature, Gods 


| 


and Lords, as the Augelical Princes of 
Greece aud Perſia, and here on Earth the 
Kings and Rulers of the World ; yet we 
Chriſtians have but one Almighty God the 
Father, from whom all things originally are, 
and we are in him, or for him; and one on- 
ly Tatelar Lord next God the Father, Jeſus 
Chrift, by whom we were created, and by 
whom ws ſubfft, for the Objett of our Ado» 
ration. By this Paraphraſe it appears, that 
the Father is called God, and Chriſt Lord, 
but the Creation attributed to both in this 
form of diſtinCtion, that all things are of, 
or from God the Father as the firſt Orig» 
nal, and\/by the Lord Chriſt, becauſe by 
him the Father created all things ; and 
hence it follows, that the Lord Chriſt in 
that nature which created all rhings is uns 
created, and if uncreated, then of the fame 
Deiry of the Father, who by him created * 
all things, and hence adorable with the 
Father ; whereas the Heathen Gods, and 
all other Gods by depuration or advance- 

: ment 
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ment” are not adorable, as- not being' Au+ 
thors of our Creation and Being, 'nor vn- 
created in themſelves. Wha He- 
brew word therefore —_ or Ka in 
this place may be referred to; yet our Ke- 
me Lord Jeſus, being as our Lord and 
tor, the Objet of our Adoration «1s 
vindicated from the reproach of a Creature 
advanced to the Honour of Divine Adora- 
rion, by the very context it ſelf. And to 
this ſenſe the words were fully clear to the 
Chriſtian Church, who knew St. Paat, 
both as a Jew and Chriſtian, an utter Ad- 
verſary to all Creature-worſhip. But how- 
ever, | note here that K2:&, ſpoken of 
Chriſt,anſwers not to the Hebrew Jehovah; 
for being ſct oppoſite to the many Kyu, 
it muſt anſwer to a word in Hebrew, that 
is capable of a plural number, which Je- 
hovah is not, for there cannot be a plarali- 
ty of Jehovahs. But what ſhall be done 
to convince an Arian, who will :confeſs 
our Lord a Sub-Creator of all things be- 
fide under the Father, and fo their Lord on 
the Title of that Creation, though him- 
ſelf was created by God the Father. Why 
this place muſt be interpreted by others, 
ſuch as thar he 1s Ged, the true God, God 
over all bleſſed for ever, that he was ever 
im the-form ot God, and equal with God 
the 
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the Father, and one with him, all which 
wall bear weight, while the federal whim- 


| fie vaniſhes into ſofr air. And therefore 


EF. aſter all his critical trifling, he 
FF. 39:49. wiſely + comes to. this way of 
interpretation, and fays a-great many Good 
and Orthodox truths on this Article fo far 
as that that Chriſt was God, w ho maniſe- 
ſted himſelf in our fleſh, which being fo 
diſlonant to all his former Modes ol expref- 
ſion and avowed Notions, ſeem to have 
dropp'd from lum either unawares, or, for 
a colour of delence againſt a foreſeen 
charge of Hereſie, or perhaps the ſingular 
Providence of God might ſo over-rule thze 
madnels of the Prophet, to make lim ſpeak 
that for che Chriſtian Faith, which he had 
no mind to, that his manilſeſt inconliltens 
cies might render him of no Authority for 
the uſe of Hereticks cither in preſent or lus 
ture Ages, 

$. 16. His Lordſhip's laſt Argument for 
the Deity of Chriſt is, + chat 
the Jews, and Apoſtates from 
Chriſtianity never charged the Apoſtles nor 
the Church with Idolatry or Creature» 
Worſhip, which they would certainly have 
done, had the Chriſtian Principles beea 
Arian, or Socinian. And had there been 
any ſuch Objection, we ſhould hare lad 
tl:e 


+ P. 39, 40. 
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the Apologies of the Apoſtles againſt ir. 
For fo we fmd them vindicating thetmſelves 
apainſt rhe Charge of the Jews, for quitting 
the Mofaical Ordinances, and calling 'the 
Gentiles, things of lefs prejudice than the 
worſhipping and Deifying a Cfeature, Now 
for my part, I beheve it was the common 
opprobrium both of Jews and Gentiles and 
perfect Apoſtates, that the Chriſtians ado- 
red a mere Malefaftor, and that furely is 
an imputation of Creature-Worſhip ; and 
though we find it not in the Ay, or Epi- 
ſtles of the Apoſtles expreſly cha ; Yer 
many paſſages aſſerting his Deity, di- 
realy ſet in oppoſition to ſuch calumnies. 
In the A#s of the Apoſtles the recorded 
diſputes with the Jews are, whether our 
Jeſus was the true X{-ſras, for on conceſſion 
of this, all the other Docrines of Chriſtia- 
nity were to have been admitred withour 
ſcruple ; and fo the queſtions of his Deity 
and Adoration came not into couffe with 
the Jerrs, while they denied this Trurh, 
that was firſt ro be proved in order to their 
conviction, that he was the Chriſt. And 
all that is written againſt Judaiſm 'in the 
Epiſtles, is againſt Judaizing Chriſtiaris, or 
Semi-Chriſtian Judaizers, that adliered to 
the Levitical Inſtitates as neceſſary to all 
Clriſtians. - Now theſe not making Chriſt 
2n 
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an Idol. or a mere Creature, there was 
10.heed of a Vinditation of us with ther 
inſt an Idolatry that they cha us 
not with ; but againſt thoſe thar 
made Jeſus a mere Man, and conſequently 
would impeach us for the Worſhip of a 
Creature, St. John's Goſpel and firſt Epi- 
ſtle were expreſly written ; and theſe were 
a fort of Un-Chriſtian Judaizers of feve- 
ral Characters from their proper Authors. 
So that his Lordſhip's Obſervation, thovgh 
never fo well intended, is however partly 
falſe, and partly impertinent. And yet 
allowing this Argument as much force as 
can be deſignedly granted it,it will amounr 
to no more than this, That the Enemies of 
our Religion could not upbraid us with a 
rofefled Worſhip of a profeſſed Creature, 
ſe he whom the Chriſtians worſhipp'd 

in our fleſh, was by them owned to be 
the Erernal God : Yet no doubt the Jews 
ever did, and do at this Day charge us 
with the Worſkip of a vile Creature, who 
really (as they think) had no Deity in 
him ; elfe, had they alſo thought him to 
be God, .they had been ip/o fatto conver- 
red to us, the want of this Faith being tlic 
only Bar to their Converſion ; and the 
cauſe why they execrate both our Lord 
and us for this very Doctrine. So unluct y 
1% 
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is his Lordſhip, even in the faireſt part of 
this Diſcourſe, as if God had laid this 
Curſe on him, that he that had ſophiſti- 
cally handled the Chriſtian Faith in moſt 
part of it, ſhould not have the Glory or 
Comfort of having ſerved it in any one 


particular. 
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A Vindication of the Primitive 
Fathers again the Imputa- 
tions of "Gilbexr , Lord 
Biſhop of Sarum, &>c. 


Pany ME 


Have now (I think) performed 
— my firſt undertaking, that his 

Lordſhip hath ill ſtated the Do- 

Atrines of our Faith: A truth 
ſo evident to his own Clergy, even thoſe 
thar would throw a friendly $kirt over 
theſe Nuditics, that they aſcribe all (or 
ſeem willing fo to do) to haſte, inconſide- 
ration, and want of judgment, not to any 
heretical Deſigns or Contrivances. Whe- 
ther his Lordſhip will be thankful for 
theſe kinds of Excuſe, I cannot tell, but 


ar the beſt they are but Fig-leaves. For 
E can 
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can any Candour excuſe an heedleſs or in- 
judicious Lecture in a Biſhop or Divinity 


Profeſſor, firſt uttered to a learned Body, * 
and after expoſe to the Cenſure of the * 


World, in a matter moſt fundamental in 
Chriſtianity , moſt liable to prejudices ; 
and this after the moſt accurate determi- 
nations of the Church Univerſal ; eſpeci- 
ally ſince he fo openly upbraids the Fa- 
thers and Patrons of this Faith, with their 
unaccuracies and impertinencies, and this 
not in their particular and private conce- 
ptions, which the Church hath not autho- 
rized, but in their moſt Catholick and 
eſtabliſhed Theories 2 Surely ſuch a Cen- 
for ought to have been accurate above all 
Men, and not to have needed the Candor 
of a Reader, 

Q. 2. This dealing with the Fathers is 
"ach an indecent fort of immorality, that 
'tis not to be endured in one of his Lord- 
ſhip's Charater. The Fathers, it is true, 
were Men, and they have their raog;uz- 
3x, thoſe flips here and there incident to 
the infirmities of Humane Nature, and if 
his Lordſhip had reverently touched upon 
any of theſe, not with a deſign to blacken 
their memory, but only to» caution his 
Clergy againſt fuch form+ our notions, he 
had dealt very commendably. But it falls 
out 
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out quite otherwiſe. For he Taxes them 
for no real obliquiries, but their Catholic 


Principles ; fixes on them ſuch Theories as 
' they never dreamed of, and ſuch as are de» 


ſtructive of their own avowed Faith, and 
this without quoting ſo much as one pa{- 
ſage out of them ; he gives them not fo 
much as one good word, but finally pre- 
ſents them to us as a parcel of imperti- 
nent and felt contradicting Bablers; which 
how it conduces to the encouraging Deilm 
and Heretic, I humbly leave to the Cenlure 
of my Holy Mother the Church of Zug- 
land. Sure | am, as this i] oftice was ut- 
terly needleſs to his Expoſition of the 
Faith, fo modeſty ought ro have repreticd 
it ; it tor no other conlideration, ye: for 
this one reaſon, That they may receive him 
into their Socicty with joy at the day, 
when he ſhall be gathered unto his Fa- 
thers. 

d. 3. The Bulincfs then of this ſecond 
part 1s to diſcuts the truth and juſtice ot his 
Lordihip's Imputations caſt upon theſe Ho- 
ly Worthies, which he introduces thus, by 
telling his Clergy, that + be wif X 
vot pretend ro InfO0r mm them Fow | & 
this Myſtery 15 70 bc under ({o, "4 and n 
what reſpe& theſe Perions ( whiich 1:© calls 
ſo according to cuſtom, not his own tenſe ) 

B 2 are 
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are believed to be one, and in what reſpedts 
they are Three. By explaining a Myſtery 
eau only he meant the ſhewing how it is laid 
Aown and revealed in Scripture ; for to pre- 
tend to grve any other Account of tt, 1s to 
take away its my5 fterionſmeſs, when the man- 
ner how it is in it ſelf is offered tobe made 
inte/igible. Now what doth this prima 
facie intimate, but that it is not laid down 
in the Scripture, in what reſpeft the Per- 
ſons are one, nor in what reſpc& they 


are Three. Burt firſt in the Doctrine of 


Unity, I think the Scriptures do ſufficient- 
ly teach, that the Father, Son, and Holy 
Spirit are one in reſpect of Eſſence, not- 
withſtanding all the wriggles of Hereticks, 
not only in that paſſage of St. Jobn 
"DP a "og. Fp. 5. 7. which his 
i 21m Lordſhip has expoſed * for 

doubted, but in many 0- 
thers. And if his Lordſhip dares deny this 
reſpect of Eſſence to be taught by the Scri- 
pturesconcerning the Unity, Iwill adven- 
ture the proot ot it. But it his Lordſhip 
be not fo hardy, then let him recant this 
Impeachment of the Scriptures, that they 
have not tavghrt us in wit reſpet the 
Perfons are One. I am {ro wever content 
that Mien of Candour tak» 1/15 only for an 


heedluls fl;p, not a deligncd Artifice, Ler 
7 
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it be ſo; yet is it a dangerous one, and 
uſed by the Men of the broad way that 
leadeth to deſtruction, to the ſervice of he- 
retical Comprehenſion. The Antapolo- 
giſt to Dr. Sherlock owns the forequoted 
Text of St. John for undoubted ; Zhere are 
Three that bear record in Heaven, the Fa» 
ther, the Word, and the Holy Spirit, and 
theſe Three are One. This, faith he, is 
Scripture, * but how they are 
one the Scripture reacheth nor. 
What is this fetch for, but that we may 
not preſs the Hereticks to own an eflen- 
tial Unity, but whatſoever clic will ſerve 
their ſeveral Turns, and deliver them from 
the Canon of the Faith? Bur ſecondly, 
Ins Lordihip ougi1r to have inltructed his 
Clergy in what re{pe&ts they are Three, 
according to the Scriptures, which do in- 
ſtruct us herein, with certain notions and 
reſpedts, by which they are diſtinguiſhed 
from cach other in the Unity of Eſſence. 
For are not Father and Son Perlonal Cha- 
raters, and founded on a ſubſtantial ge- 
neration, the Father being the Perſon Ge- 
nerant as ſuch,and the Son the Perſon gene- 
rated as ſuch 2 And is not the Logos the 
fubſtantial Iſſue of the Eternal Mind, and 
25 ſuch diſtinguiſhed from its Parent > The 
Holy Spirit 1s of the Father and the Son, 
2 2 
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and does the perſonal Offices of a Para- 
clete by miſſion from the Father and the 
Son, on which account he hath perſonal 
and diſtinctive Pronouns and Attributes 
given him. Which ſhews the form of di- 
itin&ion to be Perſonal, and the different 
Mode of their deſcent, origination, and 
miſlion. So much therefore of the Modes 
of their diſtinftion being taught by the 
Scripturcs, is alſo well taught by the 
Church, and oug glit to have bcen fo by his 
Lorcſhip ; thou, 11 other Modes of this 
Subſiltence, that are not revealed, paſs our 
mcaſurcs and capacitics, and Men's inau- 
thentici {pcculations on them are not to be 
admincd {or Catholick or Canonical. 

d. 4. And now we come to conlider the 
exorbitances of the Fathers in their teach- 
ing the Refpects and Modes of this Unity 
and Diſtinction. + In this (fait!: 
[11S Lo rdihip) | 'co many both At 

ents ant Moderns have Perbaps gone be- 

aud auc b unds, white ſome were ple fe PF 
with the Platonicat Notions of Emanat ions, 
and a ſecundity in the Divine Fliſouc 
Now here it muſt be noted, that the An- 
cients and . Moderns, wR__ his Lordſhip 
here ſpeaks of, are the Defenders of the 
Faith of the Trinity kt the Arian and 
othcr Ancient Herelis. Now as great 


Friend 5 
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Friends as my Lord and Petavius are, I 
would fain know how they can be recon- 
ciled herein. For if "4 : ol 
rius were 2 genuine Pla» © Petav. citat Buds, 
toniſt in the branded pre» >> oY 
exiſtence of the Logos, 

how came any of the Anti-Arian Ancients 
to be Platonick in their Doftrines of Eter- 
nal Pre-exiſtence and Emanaticns > "Tis 
hard that Arians and Catholick Fathers 
ſhould both be in the fame Platonick Er- 
rors, in a point in which they were contra- 
dictory, and in which alone their great di- 
viſion was founded. But as for the Eter- 
nal Emanations aſſerted by the Fathers, 
they were taught purely from all 11] mix- 
tures of Platoniſts and others, in that while 
they from facred Tradition aſſert thoſe Ef- 
fluxes, yet they all deny them to be like 
corporeal Emanations by corporeal abſcif- 
ſions or diviſions of parts. It would be 
endleſs to cite places of this kind. Let 
it ſufhce that the Do» 
Qrine of Emanation * was 
pure Jewiſh Theology ; 
by which term received into the forms 
of Chriſtian 'Theology , they meant the 
derivation of the whole Divinity from the 
Father to the Logos and the Holy Spirit, 
E 4 without 
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without + any diviſion, 
or partition of Subſtance. 
For the truth of which I 
referr inſtead of many to 
one Athanaſius, that ſpake 
the ſenſe of the whole 
Church in his time, and 
of the Fathers betore him. 
Now the tathers all deny- 
ing an emanation, Which 
like that of Bodies con» 
{i1ts in abſcifſion of Parts, 
will hereby be diſcharged 
irom the fancies of Pla» 
tonick Emanations, which 
the * Detender of Dr.Sher- 
[ocir's Notion of a Trint- 
ty in Unity charges with 
ſuch Abſcithon in the Plas 
tonick Triad, We are not 
yet advanced to the Bea- 


tifick Viſion, nor the tongues of Angels, 
nor, if we were, could we adequately de- 
ſeribe the glorious Myſteries of theſe Di- 


vine Subſiftences ; 


yet God himlelt gives 


us leave to ſpeak of his revealed Truths 
herein according to our infirmities ; that 
we, who ſee theſe Myſteries remotely and 

only by cark reſemblarices, may commu- 
nicate thoſe notions in as remote forms of 


exprellion, 


Part Il. the Primitive Fathers, Ec. 55 


expreſſion, while we keep however to the 
Schemes himſelf has ſet us, and embaſe 
thoſe Theories with no Humane Corru- 
ptions. And hence I freely allow the 
words of Emanation, as being taken from 
the Images of corporeal Effluxes, not to 
be fully equal to the Myſtery intended, 
but ſuch as would be apt to lead us into 
craſs and material conceptions of the Dei- 
ty, did not our Theology expreſly fore- 
fend us. But under this guard the rerms 
are not only innocent, but Authentick, 
and that Authority with the Fathers de» 
ſcended not from Plato, but from Cano- 
nical and allowed Scriptures, wdiich have 
ſet corporeal Emanations as dark Symbols 
of theſe internal Communications of rhe 
Divine Eflence in the Trinity ; of which 
ſorr of Similes are the , 
_ am” Athan. ad Serap. 
amr arualz, the RAYS $$ won ofſe Crew. 
and Emanations of Light turam. mis i au; 
and Glory ; and the 7.224 7c 2 
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7 Lordſhip ſhould call them | 
Platonical in derogation * 
to the Grandeur of the * 
Chriſtian Theology ; like F 
the reproach of Amelius © 
upon St. John, as if he 
alſo had preached the Phi- 
lolopher. "Tis true, in- 
deed, the Primitive Fa- 
thers writing for our 
Faith againſt Genriliſm, 
- is oiten cite this Philo- 
ſopher, not as an Author 
ot our Principles, but as 
a good witneſs to the 
Greeks tor their Credibi- 


con. Arian, Ocat. 3 lity, though ſometimes, 


when upbraided with him by the Hea- 
thens, they freely call him a plagiary of 
the Jewiſh and Sacred Theology, which 
he aſterwards cook'd upafter a Greek Mode. 
Now the Corruptions in FP/ato's Doctrine 
of the Trinity the Fathers uſe not, nor are 
pleaſed with, but rhoſe ſeeds of true The- 
ology thar are in him, they love and che- 
riſh, not as Plato's, but as God's ; the Wil- 
dom of God having graciouſly permitted 
ſome Notions and Rudiments of Faith to 
be conveyed to the Wife of the Heathen, 
belore the publication of Chriſtianity, to 


prepare 
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prepare a way for its after-reception and 
vindication among them. And having 
thus vindicated the Ancients in their Do- 
Atrines of theſe Eſſential Emanations, let 
me obſerve how tealy fly and abuſive his 
Lordſhip's Reflexion on them is : Some, 
faith he, were pleaſed with the Platonical 
Notions of Emanation, as it all the Catho- 
lick Ancients had not the ſarme Notions of 
Emanation, but ſome were for, and ſome 
againſt theſe Emanations. Bur here it had 
been fair ro have graced the Margin with 
the Catalogue of the Emanatory and Anti- 
emanatory Ancients ; and I do here urge 
and challenge his Lordſhip to produce 
them 7: foro to ſpeak for themſelves, be- 
fore ſentence be palled upon them. This 
I doubr is an hard task, but a demand thar 
cannot be denicd me withonr thame. Bur 
it ſeems thele Platonick Ancients were 
grown old unto Dorage, and become Chil- 
dren again, and as ſuch were plealcd, pcor 
Souls, with the pretty Baubles rhat Pts 
invented for them ; and thus we have 
made a good beginning upon the Filth 
Commandment, it the Senſc thercot ma 
extend to the Fathers of our Religion, and 
the Church, 

d. 5. To the abſurdity of Emanations 
ſucceeds that of tecundity in tlie Divine El 
lence, 
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ſence, which his Lordſhip taxes in both 
Ancients and Moderns, that is, moſt emi- 4 
nently in St. Athanaſius and Biſhop Pear-, 
ſon, that were in their reſpetive Ages, the 
exaQteſt and gravelt Divines in the World, 
without exception or diminution of any, 


that indulged not to Humane Wir or Fan- 
cy in their Theological Theories, but re- 
lyed wholly on the force of the Scriptures 

and the Tradition of their 

Fathers. Now * Atha- 
- worm - naſus fo far infiſted on 
"ax x; ei this Dofrine of ſaxcundi- 
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ty, that he looked on it 
as neceſſary againſt both 
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of confidence or ignorance in his Lordihip 
to joyn with Sabe//ians, Arians, and Ma- 
hometans in flurting at the Doctrine of {a- 
cundity, on which alone ſtands the Faith 
in the Father and the Son 2 Either there- 
fore let his Lordſhip deny, or own this 
{acundity 2 it he deny it, let him be ana- 
thema ; it he owns it, why doth he accuſe 
the Fathers and Moderns that teach it, as 
tranſgreſling due bounds ? Bur, perhaps, it 
was neceſlary to do that by oblique retle- 
x10n, which it is not yet fate todo by open 
mouth to avoid an open conviction. Bur 
a Man is as well known by his hints as 

proteſlations, and, perhaps, much better. 
$. 6. Let us now ſee how Heatheniſh his 
Lordihip makes theſe Divine and Catho- 
lick Notions of the Fathers. + For, 
ſaith lic, we bave footſteps of a 
Tradition, as aucient as any we can trace 
wp, which limited the Emanations to Three, 
And theſe thought there was a produdt ion, 
or rather an eduttion of two out of the firſt, 
in the ſame manner that ſome Philoſophers 
thought, that Souls were (rapeyns from 
Souls, and the figure by which this was ex*+ 
plane 4, Leing that of one Candle teing 
lighted at another, this ſeems to have gi- 
ven the Riſe to thoſe words Light of Light. 
Hi is certain that many of rhe Fathers fell 
often 
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ofren into this concert, &c, Now ſure I 
am, that I have ſet his Lordſhip's words in 
their due connexion with thoſe cited in the 
laſt Seftion: And are the reaſon aſſigned, 
why they exorvitated beyond due bounds 
that taught Emanations and Facundity,be- 
cauſe the Notion is Platonick and the Tra- 
dition heatheniſh and falſe. For thoſe 
(which his Lordſhip notes) who limited 
the Emanations to three, reſembled it to 
the imagined propagation of Souls, and 
lighting of Candles, and conſequently from 
theſc [Heathens] came our Light of Light. 
This is the trueGrammar Senſe of his Lord- 
ſhip's Words. For the Relative theſe re- 
ſpes the Heathens only laſt belore-men- 
tioned, and the repreſentation by Souls 
propagated and Candles lighted, reflect 
back only on the Heathen Tradition, and 
is not this a great Credit to the Nicene 

fermulato have ſuch an heathen and exor- 
bitant Original > The Diſcourſe to this pe» 
riod is of an heathen Tradition, heathnenith» 
ly expounded by the Similes of Souls pro- 
pagated, and Candles lighted ; for I dare 
engage no Catholick Aurhor ever repreſen- 
ted the Eſſential Faecundity and Emana- 
tions in the Deir) ', by thoſe Figures of 
Souls and Candlcs, that thence probably 
his Lorditup miche Le thought to have ſet 
theſe 
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theſe as the Figures of Chriſtian Authors, 
of which he makes no mention within 
theſe words here cited. Afterward indeed 
he tells for certain, that many of the Fa- 
thers fell often into this conceit, which 
he owns to be heathenith, and gives it no 
other original, either in Scripture or Jew- 
i/þ Tradition. The moſt that can be moſt 
favourably imagined (though contrary to 
the order of his Lordſhip's words) is that 
the Tradition was heatheniſh , though 
dreſſed up by Chriſtian Ancients under the 
Similes of Souls propagated and Candles 
lighted, for many of the Fathers moſt cer- 
tainly fell often into this conceit, and fo 
probably came our Nicexe formula Light 
of Light. The upſhot then is ; the Tra- 
dition of Emanation and Faxcundity is ex- 
orbitant and heatheniſh, ſet off either by 
Heathen or Chriſtian Expoſitors by the ex- 
orbitant Similes of Souls and Candles, 
from which Figure of Candles probably 
came the Nicene form Light of Light. That 
this is the genuine ſenſe ot his Lordſhip is 
manifeſt, for he accuſes theſe Principles as 
exorbitant, for this cauſe, that they are hea- 
theniſh, and ſer off with ill Similes, one 
of which was probably the ground of the 
Nicene Contellion. For, it his Lordſhip 
will not own this ſenſe, let him declare, it 
th9 
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the Simile of one Candle lighted from ano- 
ther, give a regular notion of the Faith in 
the Doctrine of Emanations and Fecundi- 
ty ? It it does, why does he blame the Do- 
Qors of thoſe Emanations, Fecundinies,and 
Similes, as Men that have gone beyond 
due bourids, and fallen into theſe exorbi- 
tant conceits ? But if he will ſtand to it 
that theſe Doctrines and their Similes are 
irregular conceits, than the Nicene form 
has an il! foundation in his Lordſhip's pro- 
felled Opinion. Burt, betore I come to vin- 
dicate the true Originals of the Nicene 
form, I will examine the truth of this Hi- 
ſtory, whether many of the Fathers often 
iell into this conceit ; that the Emanations 
in the Divine Eſſence are of the ſame man- 
mer that ſome Philoſophers thought Souls 
prepagated from Souls, or Candles were 
lighted from Candles. Sure | am, the Con- 
ceits and Similes are not only improper, 
but contrarily diffimilar ro the Notions of 
the Catholick Theology. For this teaches 
a co-cternal Emanation ot the ſecond and 
third Ferfons, with a co-cternal and infſe- 
parable Unity, and eiſential Dependence 
of the two latter on the firſt Perſon ; but 
Souls propagatcc! !rom Souls, and Candles 
lighted from Candles are neither comxval, 
nur united, nor dependant one on the 
otaer, 
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other, and fo are fitter for an 47am than 
2 Catholiek Simile-; though, I confeſs it 
not fit tor all Arias conceptions neither. 
Thefe then bting ſuch abturd conceits char- 
ged upon many Fathers, 2s often uſed by 
them, one ſhould have-hoped for a large 
liſt of them, and the places cited in the 
Margin ; but, alas ! here is no luch dircs 
ion either for the Student or Examinant. 
And for my own part, I conlſefs, I never 
remember any ſuch conceit in any Father. 
Of the imagined propagation of Souls, 1 
have not made the leaſt obſervation among 
the. Fathcrs ; but of what may fecm to 
come near theſe Candles, or might occa» 
fiona this: ralb conceit of his Lorcihip Toy 
want of memory or care, I will here oth, 
Now firſt; I confeſs, I have found this my+ 
ſtery * aſſimilated to the 
light, motion, and heat of ? 4rtenag; Leger, 
fire, which are all coceval, gages 0 we thy 
I have alſo obſerved a St Aug. Exp. in 70h. c. 
mile of fire , generating 5 Tra<t 25 & Ser. 
SY... 0 199. De quinq; He- 
fre an it felt, brought by ef & de Vers 
+ St. Hilary to illuſtrate Apoit. & quer., al. 
the Homoouſion, with an rl De Trice $ 
excuſe for its ſingularity 7. Affect autcav pro 
and indignity, to which Px 6c) bujus bg: 
he was forced hereby to 4 == Wy & 
luccour the- Faith of the «© igne ignis manens, 
F Plaine 
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Nam cym fit in eo . plainer and ſimpler ſort of 
{plendor lumins, nz pple againſt the tricks 
rendi, mobilitas x- Of the Hereticks, who 
ſtuandi , cm endeavoured to | ſhake 
og or their Faith by objecting 
eft.——(Quzro, itz- tO them the difhculty ot 
que nunc utrum G- jr conception, Which he 
vio ac feparatio, h hr fi 
com ignis ex igne thought fit to be helped 
eft > Aut nunquid by corporcal compariſons. 
abſcinditur natura ne 
maneat, aut non ſequitur ne infit, cum accenſo Lamine ex 
Lumine quendam quah Nativitatis profeCtum naturz 
nulla i fit, & tamen fit lumen ex lamine ? Aut man- 
uid hoc non manet in co quod ex feſe fine defrttione fub- 
it. Authoc non ineſt in co undenonreefum eft, ſed 
cum unitate ſubltantiz naturalis exivit * Et quaro an non 
unum fint, cum lumen ex lumine nec divifione ſcparabile 
fit, nec genere naturz ? Et harc ut dixi ad intelligentian 
fidei tantum comparata ſunt, non etiam ad Da digmtatem. 
—— Sed quia fimpliciorum fidem furor harreticus turbaret, 
ut id de Deo credi non oporteret, quod difficile ni per cor» 
poream comparationem poſlit intelligi. 


But note, he is fo far from the Simile of 
two ſeparate Candles, or Fires, ar Ligh 
that his Diſcourſe runs altogether again 
them ; and fo in his judgment theſe ſepa- 
rate Liglts are no proper, or ſale, or con- 
gruous repreſentations, or originals for the 
received Light of Lighr. 

$. 7. But here jt is abſolutely neceſſary, 
that I exxmine what his Lordſhip ordered 
to be (ent me for his Deſence in this parti- 
cular, This was a paſlage in 7ertafiar's 
Apolo- 
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Apdlogeriek- ch. zr. /ra de Spirits Spirts 
tur, & or Deo Deus, ut Lumen de Lumine 
accenſuns.” Manet integra &@ indefect; mate» 
ri radix, (01 ſuppoſe his Lordihip read 
aut of Dr; Whitby) erf plares inde tradarces 
qualitatem mutuens. In this imperiet Scg- 
ment, 1 will only tranſlate what is inten» 
ded for this parpofe of his Lordſhip, wiz. 
So (1s Chriſt or the Yerbam) Spirit of Spis 
rit, and God of God, as Light tindled from 
Light. Now tuppoſing this place exactly 
full to his Lordihip's deſign, I ask, is this 
Dodrine true or falſe, good or bed 2 It 
true and good, why is Teriulian {ad a> 
mong many other Fathers ro have iajlen 
into this Conceit ? To fall into concrits 1s 
an expreſſion for giddinels and error, not 
for Judgment and rhe diſcerning of great 
and true Myſteries. How has Z7errmudian 
gone beyond due bounds if this be cano- 
ical Theology 2 Bur if this Doctrine be 
falſe and bad, ler his Lordſhip anathema» 
tize it, and the Catholick Church roge- 
ther, that ever owned ir. But further ſup- 
poſing mts {till ro be the Simile of two 
Candles, whether good or bad ; yet this is 
but one Author, not a Father, not every 
where found or conſtant ro himſelf in thele 
Theories, and this is but one place, which 
if a reproachtul one, yet ought not to at- 

| F 2 ict 
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fe the reputation of many Fathers as fre- 
quently guilty of the ſame, except thoſe 
other many Fathers and their irequent uſc 
thereof be produced againſt them. Again, 
ſuppoſing till this ro be a Simile of fire, 
yet how can his Lordlhip prove that it in- 
rends two ſeparate fires ; why not fire, or 
flame, or light in and from the ſame origi- 
nal fire, without diviſion or ſeparation, 
like the late adduced Simile of St. F/ilary ? 
Since what went beſore, and thall be by 
and by inſerted, brings the inſeparability 
of the Logos, under the repreſentation of 
this Simile ? But aſter all, this is not a Si- 
mile of Candles, or common ſeparate fires, 
but only of the Sun and its Ray, For thus 
runs the whole Sumile. Etiam cam Radie 
us ex Sole porrigitur, portio ex ſummd, ſed 
Sol erit in Kad:e, quia folis eſt Radius, nec 
feparatur ſubſtantia, ſed extenditur. 1 

de Spiritu Spiritus, & de Deo Deus, Pa - 
lumen de lamine accenſum. Manet integra 
& indefeita Materia VMatrix, eth plures 
inde tradaces qualitatum matwerits. Uta &G 
guod de Deo profetium oft, Deus eft, & Dei 
Filius, & unus ambo. Ita & de Spiritn 
Spiritus, & de Deo Deus. modulo alterum, 
non numero, gradn, 1 jlatn fecit, & 4 
matrigg non receſiit, ſed cxceſſit 5 iſle igitur 
De: Radins, WF CHO Jemper pradica HAT, 
delapſus 
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delapſus' im virginem quandam, &c, Which 

[ will endeavour to tranſlate tothe taſte of 

the Reader, Fruen when the Ray is dilated 

from the Sun, it is a portion taken from the 
Principal, but the Sun will till be in, or 

within the Ray, becauſe it is the Ray of the 

Sun, neither is his Subſtance ſeparated by 

the Ray, but only extended. So the Ward 
is Spirit of Spirit, and God of God, like 
Light kindled from Light. The Original 
of the Subſtance or Matter remains entire 
and unimpaired, though you receive from 
it many derivations of qualities. So alſo 
that which proceeded from God, is God, 
and the Sou of God, and both are One. So 
alſo he that is Spirit of Spirit, and God of 
God, is another from bis Original by Mode, 
not by Number, by Order, not by Nature, 
and he departed not away from bis Original, 
F” only proceeded. Wherefore this Ray 
if God, as be was ever in paſt Ages prea« 

ched, deſcending into a certain Virgin, &c. 
Here the beginning enters, and the end 
concludes with that Simile of the Ray, 
(which title of the Logos was ever before 
acknowledged) and there is no other. The 
ſubſtance ot the Simile and Similatum are 
both in themſelves undivided, and fo paral- 
lel ; the firſt /r2 joyns the immediate con- 
ſequents to the Simile of Sun and Ray im- 
F 1 medi- 
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mediately foregoing, and repeated in the 
Lumen de Lumine accenſum, within the 
fame period, as it is, or ſhould be pointed. 
And all the other Jra's coming afrer with 
vehement elegancy look back to this Si- 
mile, with which at laſt the whole Theory 
is concluded in theſe words, {fe igitar 
Dei Radius, This T think as clear as if 
written with the very Sun-beams. Ay ! 
but if this Lumen de Lumine be not Can- 
dle of Candle, how comes accenſum to be 
uſed, which does not agree to the Emiſſion 
of rhe Sun Rays? No? What not by a Me- 
taphor, or a light and acute Catachreſis ? 
May not a Man ſay Radii de Sole atcenſs, 
as well as Lumen de Lumine accenſum 2 Rays 
kindled from the Sun, as Light kindled 
from Light ? eſpecially on this Hypotheſis, 
Thar the Sun is a Globe of fire, as to the 
Eye it ſeems to be? On this notion I think 
it proper even without a Trope. But why 
will not his Lordſhip allow me a Trope 
/if the truth needs it) in accenſam, who 
requires it for himfelf in Zumen? For with- 
out a Trope Lamen doth not ſignifie either 
Candle, or Fire ; and if all the words muſt 
be taken in their Primitive intention, then 
his Lerdſhip loſes his prerence, that this 
phce ſpeaks of two Candles, or two Fires. 
Put had it here really Ggnified Fire, yet it 
does 
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does not hence follow, that .it ſpeaks of 
two ſeparate Fires, ſince St. Filery has 
found nem in igne, and /amen de lumine 
accenſum in the ſame Fire. Which anſwer 
[ thall give alſo, it any Man ſhall object 
that * of Hippolytne, tar HO OP WrFSs 
quam lumen de lumine, & py _ 
aquam ex fontt, ant ra» Ye) 
dium a Sole ; where the lumen de lumine, 
and the radius a Sole being both diſtinaly 
ſet with another Simile interpoſed ; I take 
lumen de lamine in general to reſpect all 
forts of luminaries whatſoever, which ſend 
forth a cozval Ray, or fort of flaming 
Light from their Original Subſtance with- 
out any diminution. So much for his Lord- 
ſhip and 7ertullian. 

3 $. But there are two paſlages offered 
to my conſideration, that ſeem much more 
appoſire to his Lord(hip's purpoſe, one out 
of Tuſtin Martyr, the other out of 7atian 
his Scholar, which I will exa&ly conſider. 
Tuſtin in his Dialogue with 7rypho had af 
ſerted, that in the beginning before all Creas 
tures God begat out of himſelf a certain ra» 
tional Virtue (or Power), which is alſo cal- 
led the Glory of the Lord by the Holy Spi> 
rit, and ſometimes Son, and ſometimes Wiſ- 
dow, and ſometimes Angel, and ſometimes 
God, and ſometimes Lord, and Word, ſomes 

Ft 4 (1mes 
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7 
times. be calls himſelf | the Captain of an 
Heiſt, when he appeared in the ſhape' of 4 
Man to Jolhua the Son of Nun. —> For 
that he is capable of all appelations, in 
that be miniſtreth to bu Father's will, and 

2. 4, for that bewas begotten 
9 ye >ogkrhs by * the Will of the Fa 
ou, "gy" £ Ter 3» ther, after the manner we 
_— .e9, + «4 wr ſee a word produced in us. 
ny leaves For when we utter a word, 
0118 ay , and ſo we beget 1t mot by abſciſſt- 
Ce pete = On or ſeparation, ſo as to 
__ leſſen the internal word or 
reaſoa by this utterance. And as we ſee in 
Fire, that out of one Fire another 1 kindled 
without the diminution of the firſt Fire 
ſrom whence it was kindled, this remaining 
the ſams. And that r bich v kindled of it 
alſa | appears to ſubſiſt 
not bat ng leſſened that 
from whence it was lighted. Now ſome- 
time aſter the Father ſhews the reaſon to 
thoſe Jus why he ſo often repeated this 
truth ; becauſe, faith he, / know that there 
are j0nic WILING [0 | ging me, and pretend 
that the Power that appeared from the Fa- 
her 4 all t hings unto Moſes, or to Abra- 


+ 37 aaire)), 


F4 

ham, « r Jacob, [3 C44 lcd 4M oe! i141 tt 5 pr 0» 
: "TT. tt i4 KHMPIO Te) . be ws a [2 it the i PHY poe 
fs Of tt » pets are GE ared HAFO Men. 
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And that it is called Glory, becanſe it pre» 
ſents it felf in an incomprehenſible appea- 
rance, and © Man becauſe it appears in ſuch 
[humane] ſhapes, as the Father will; and 
they call" it Word, becanſe it brings the 
ſpeeches of God unto Men. They ſay alſo; 
that this Power is indiviſible and inſeparas 
ble from the Father, after the ſame man» 
ner as they ſay, the light of the Sun upon 
the Earth is not to be cut off, or ſeparated 
from the Sun which is in Heaven, but when 
he ſets the Light is carried off with it. $0 
ſay they the Father, when he pleaſeth, cau- 
ſeth his Power Þ to fly a- ; 
troad, and when he liſteth  -— Wa to leap 
retratls it again to him- | 
ſelf. After this manner alſo they teach 
that he makes Angels. But now that there 
are Angels always abiding, and not reſolved 
again into that of which they were made, 
bath been [already] demonſtrated, and 
withal * it hath been abium- 2 wy - 
dantly ſhewn ſo of this 79g or in: 
power, which the Prophe» mexomrnss niyG- 
tick Word calls God and %* Tar emmy 
ame Nei ts, " Arv+ 
Angel; and that he is not ,0,v videniar 
as the Light of the Sun tolka. 
only F nommally numbred, 
but really is another in 
wumter, TI have ſhewn Hy exquiſite reaſon in 


my 
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my former diſcourſes in ſhort, when. 1. ſaid 
this virtue was begotten by his Power. and 
Will, not by Reſettion, as if the Efſence of 
the Father were divided aſander, as all 
other things divided and parted, are wot 
the ſame they were before the divifion. Aud 
for example's ſake, I took thoſe inſtances, as 
we ſee from one Fire other Fires kindled, 
that Fire not being leſſened from whence ma» 
wy may be kindled, but remaining the ſame. 
Thus Juftin, By which it appears, that 
theſe kind of Fro-Sabellians uſed the Simi- 
le of the Sun and its light to prove the Zo- 
os non-ſubſiſtent, no Perſon, Son, or An- 
gel of the Father, and therefore Juſtin re- 
jected that Simile, by which the Sun and 
its Light, and God and his Zogos are only 
nominally diſtinguiſhed, and took the Si- 
mile of Fircs kindled from Fires, in which 
there is none of that diminution, which. 
thoſe Adverſaries object to our Doftrine of 
the conſubſtantiality, and both Fires ſub- 
ſiſt really alter one 18 kindled from the 0- 
ther in a true diverſity. If then Jaffin 
threw off the Simile of the San as favou- 
ring the Hereſie after called Sabe/lian, and 
took that of Fires kindled from orher Fires, 
as 72tian allo uſes the Simile of Torches 
lighted from Torchcs ; is it not probable 
thar 


Part. the Primitive Fathers, &c. 75 


that our Light of Light came from theſe 
Similes by Juſtin and Zatian, which 
are neither Sabellian as putting wwo ſubſt 
ſtent fubjes, nor Aras as ilfuſtraring the 
Homoouſjon ? In anſwer to this I need be 
but very ſhort, that 7«ſtiz doth nor ſpeak 
of the Eternal, Internal, and Subſtantial 
Emanation of the Logos, but of his firſt 
progreſſion at the Will of his Father to the 
Creation of all things; that this progreſli- 
on was 2 kind of generation or nativi 
was the unanimous conception (1 hink) 
of all the Philoſophick Ancients, becauſe 
as here below nativity produceth the 
Child into light and aQtion, that was be- 
fore wrapp'd up ſecretly in the Womb qui- 
eſcent and non-apparent ; ſo the Logos by 
this emiſſion from the Father to the Crea- 
tion of all things did in a manner come 
.out of the Father's orA«y 12 (to uſc the 
words of Theophilus Antiochenus ) to the 
publick fight, apprehenſion, or perception 
of the intellectual World created by him, 
and ated alſo providenrially in everv part 
of the Creation. Nor was this form of 
Theology ever condemned m the Church, 
though it was not made or eſteemed mar- 
ter of neceſlary Faith or Doctrine. Now 
the Nature of this Theory was, that 
"God 
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t Terzull, adv. Pra- 
xeam. Ante omni 
enim Deus crat folus, 
ipſe fib1 & mundus, 
& locus, & omma. 
Solus autem, quia ni- 
hil extrinſccus prxter 
eum. Crtcrum ne 
tunc quidem folas : 
habcb.At enmm fecum, 
quam habebat in fe- 
metiplo  rationem 
ſua fcalicet. Ratio- 
nals enim Deans, & 
Ratio in iplo prius,& 
ita ab iplo_ omna. 
Quz ratio fſenfus Iplt- 
us cit. Hanc Grzc 


Ai28v dicunt,quo vo- 
cCabulo etiam feriro 
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Pare TL. 
* God the Father, being 
an- Erernal Mind, had & 
ternally in him a conſub- 
ſiſtent reaſon, + which 
was not yet an actual 
word , till God thereby 
ſpake and commanded 
all things to be made, 
which was a kind of birth 
to him as ſuch an aQual 
word. That 7J«/tin ſpeaks 
of this generation and e- 
miſſion is manifeſt in that 
he compares it to our ut- 
terance of words from our 
internal Reaſon, which is 
not diminiſhed by that 
utterance, and withal af- 
ſerts this generation to be 
not only by the Power, 
but the Will of God the 
Father, which is not pro- 
per to the Eternal Emana» 
tion. Now Juſtin's met. 
ning 1s, that this Power 
( called among other 
Terms the Logos ) was of 
the Fathers ſubſtance, 

from which he was not 
divided by this progref- 
live 
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five emiſGon or nativity, 
and that after thus pro- 
greflion into the World 
trom..the Father he has 
ſubfilted in making fe- 
vera] appearances 1n it, 
being never called back 
fromthe World again, as 
the Rays of the Sun arc 
upon the ſetting, bur re- 
maining and ſubſiſting in 
the World as a Fire does 
that is kindled from ano» 
ther, being not drawn 
back again into that fron 
whence it was. kindlcd, 
This appears turther to be 
his Senſe from the like 
Doctrine of 7a- 
tian,* who after 
he had taught that God 
the Father had before the 
Creation the Logos ſubſi- 
ſtent in him, ar lzngth 
thus ſpeaks ; By the W1! 
of Gods ſimplicity the Lo- 
gos T2 cm goes forth, 
and going forth not in 
vain: | iz Kkw3 per Vacu- 
um] he becomes the firit 
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17 
nem appella:nus. Ide- 
0q; jam in ulu elt no- 
ſtrocum per fumpli- 
citatern interpreta- 
tionis Sermonem di- 
cere in prunordio a- 
pudDeum tuille,cum 
mag rationem com 
petat antiquiorem 
habert ; quia non Ser- 
monals 2 Principia, 
led rationalts Deus &- 
tian ante Principh 
um.Ert quia ipſe quo- 
que Sermoa ratione 
conliſtens priorem 
cam ut ſubttantiam 
ſuam oftendat. * Ta- 
men & fic mhil mte- 
relt. Nam eth Deus 
nondum. ſermonem 
fuum miſerat, proin- 
de cum cum ipla & 
10 1p34 ratione intra 
ſemetiplumn habebat 
tacit© cogitando, & 
dilponendo fccum 
quz per Sermonem 
monerat dOAicturus. 
Cum ratione cnim 
ſu3 cogitans alque 
difponens Sermonem 
cain efficicbat quam 
Sermone traCtabat. 
—— \ ie cum tacitus 
tecum ple cgongrede» 
ris,ratiwae hoc wium 
aft unrs fe occarren- 
te ca tibi cum ferm@- 
ne ad ormnem cogita» 
tus tu mwtum, & ad 
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omnem fenfus tut 
pulſum nq; 
COP If averts elk, 


quodcunque (enferis 
ratio eſt. LToquany 
Thad m ammo necel- 
fe eſt, & dum loque- 
ms, conlocutorem pa- 
ferts fermonem mm 
quo ineſt hc wha 
ratio, Yua cum co 
cogitans loquarts, per 
quem loquens cogt- 
tay, — (hianto er- 
go plenius hoc agr 
tur m Deo, a 7 
ne 1mago . 
habeat m fe c- 

tam tacendo ratio- 
neln, & in ratione 
ſermonem : Poſſum 
itaq;non temere prx- 
ftruxille, & tunc De- 
am ante unmverfitatis 
conftitutionen fo- 
lum non fuille ba 
bentem m ſemetipſo 
promde rationem, & 
m ratone ſfermonem, 
ſecundnm > fe 
agitando inter 
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born produttion [*10v} of 
the Spirit. But thus be 


became by [ 114 19 1uks } comm- 
munication, not abſciſſion. 
For that which is cat off 
is ſeparated from its firit 
original, but that which 
is Communicated | ut& t- 
Sw] being endowed wath 
its proper funition, | did 
not leave bim from whence 
it was taken woid of the 
Logos. For as many Fires 
are kindled from. one 
Torch, and the light of 
the firſt Torch is not dis 
miniſhed through the kind*- 
ling of many Torches : So 
alſo the going forth out of 
the power of bis Father 
did not render his Father 
word of Reaſon, or without 


rhe Logos. So all the 


fe. Haxcvs & hxc divini ſenfos d:-fpotitio apud Scriptures 


etiam in Sophue nome oſtendu ur. 


(rad enmapientius 


ratione Det five ſermone ? Itaq; Spam quoque exaudy ut 
ſecundam perſonam conditan, Donios creavit me inftium 
viarum fuarum. Nam ut pranum Deus yoliir-ea quz cum 
ratione & ſermone diſpoluerat wtra be, in (1114 tantins &, fpe- 


cies ſuas edere, ipſum primum protu'l + 
tem in fe individuas ſuas rationes Sojr114n, 


1o0nem, haben- 


wt per wpfum 


ferent univerſa per quem evan! £opyt.ata aigar difpolita, uno 


Gifcourle 
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& facta jam quantum in Dei ſenſu. — Tung igitur iple fer- 
mo ſpeciem & ornatum fuum ſunit, ſonum, & yocem cum 
dicit Deas, fiat Lux. Ute eſt nativitas perfecta ſermonis, 
dum ex Deo proccdit, condiwus ab eo primam ad cogita- 
tum in nomine Sophizz, Dominus condidit me initum via- 
rum ;- dehine generatus ad effectum : Cum pararet caclurn 
aderam ili: \Exinde eur parem fibi faciens de quo proce- 
denda filius factus oft, primogenitus ut ante omnia genitus, 
& unigenitus ut ſolus ex Dco genitus. Vide pluca tbid. 


diſcourſe is about the 2:21 3n;, which 
Faſbin'and Tatian both make a kind of n+ 
tivity or production, and the Simile is ap» 
plied only - thereto, not the eternal Ema- 
nation of its ſubſiſtence from the Father. 
Now the Nicene Creed in this form Light 
of Light, hath reſpe& to the Original of 
the Eſſential and Eternal Subfiftence of the 
Logos, to wit, whence he is what he is, 
that is, God and Light, and defines rhat 
he is God of God, and Light of Light cf- 
ſentially, not mentioning his Office in the 
Creation, till after other interpoſed Arri- 
cles of his Being and Subſiſtence. And for 
the truth of this ſenſe in the Nicene Creed, 
I appeal to the ſuffrage of all Antiquity. S9 
then theſe places of Fuftin and Zatian 
touching only the profiliency of rhe Son 
from the Father to create all things, by 
which the Co-eternal Wiſdom had a kind 
ot problerick nativity of an actual Word, 
pertain not to the matter of this Light of 
Light in the Niceve form; But doth not 


Tuſt; Lg 
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Fuftin fay, that the: Sun and 1s Ray rare 
not rwo' really, but only nominally? 1 
grant he does fo, but this 1n conceflion 10 
rhe perrmacy of rhe Opponents, who ob- 
ſtinately urged this, that the Lighs of the 
Sun is armozry an unſubfliſtent virtue, 
and forthe Logos likewife : Not that other- 
wile 7u/tiz would have waved the Simile 
of the Sun and his Rays, whicl bad its 
Authority in the Scriptures ; to fatisfie 
therefore the perverrers ,of a Simile other- 

wiſe good did Juſtin wave it,. and chole 
that of Fires. And yet what is it that Jus 
ſin illuſtrates thereby ? Not the manner 
how the Logos etcrnally iſſues from: and 
ſubſiſts in his Father, no, nor che manacr 
of this proliliency tothe Creation, buton-» 
ly the non-diminution of the. Father by 
this profilency, or non-ſeparation -of fab- 
ſtance therein, and the ſubſtantial permas» 
nency of the Logos 1n the.. World, after 
this profilicncy, without revocation out - of 
it back again :* Whereas his Lordſhip faxcs 
his Figures of Candles on the conceits of 
the Fathers, concerning the fecundity mn 
the Divine Eſſence, and the eflential; kdu- 
Ctions of the two laſt irom. rhe farſt; $0 
then theſe places give nv. colour to ahat 
Opprobrium, But though this be a tull 
anſwer, yet Will Lex abaxdaniy adventure 


. 
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further to conkder” thie: Antiquity of the. $i 
mile, ob the Synt Rays,:and how games 
be perverted by : Juftid's Adveriarics; and 
therefore waved by” him. , It 1s evident 
therefore, \ that. though, Juſ{ 1» greatly ag mit» 
red the Phronick Pllotophy belore het ture 
ned \Chriſtian-; yer after that he. atimired 
the Theology taught /1n_ the ChusCly; by 
Theonics received trom the Scriptures, ;. 1n 
which alſo the-better part of the —_—_ a- 
1 Now-it 1s cerran 
that * Solomon s Proverbs * Prov. 8, 23, S 
and the +\'F heories there» | + Sap Sal. c: 7. £:9; 
upon in the Apocryphal © 9 < it. 2, 
Books of ' the Wiſdom (of 4p. ., - "RE 
Slomon rand Eccleſraſts- Ns! 
cus teach 'the Deity, Conſabllantiality, Ge» 
neration, 40d this. Progretiion of the Di- 
vine Wiſdom. | And by .the Fewi/b Author 
of the Wiſdom of Solomon  , as 454 
* he iScalled emz3aruce, © IF 
that is, Ray of the everlaſting Light, and 
according to that Zfebrew Notion the Di- 
vine Author + ro the &/+- , 
brews calls Chriſt the | # 3: 
em anue of the Father's Glory. So 
then it ſeems hence, tliat the Ancient pious 
Jews looked on the Wiſdom of God, as 4 
Perſonal- Companion with God, itſuing 
trom him as a Kay from the glorious Lu- 
minary 
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the Sun. This Wiſdom, as by it 
God and hom uy the Creation 
of all thi or as being Archetypal 
Reaſon —__ the World was formed, 
was called by the Helleniſt Jews s,and 
was looked on as « Son, a Mint- 
ſter and Angel of God in the Creation, 
Providence, and Revelations. This being 
then their pony os ons traditional -Theo- 
logy, the next Curiolity was to 
inc0 bs generation end deſcent; " Ad hank 
no w te gge by hm g rene 
greeab] ted to t igno- 
rance, "Wh, ſhall declare bis genevation 
Yet for this they go back to their grear 
Maſter Moſes, who- declared that-: God 
ſpake the Fiat of all things, and- therein 
therefore they conceive a certain. Produ- 
Aion and Geneſis of their Loges, his in- 
ternal! conception being che geniture, .and 
its emiſſion into its its nativity, ef 
ter the manner that our Notions are con- 
ceived and offered in our voice. And this 
——— | believe is that _ 
= + Philo meant, . that 
1, In _— did voluntarily 
gas fda we or the A iy 
SofviſudG 2, Pal World, whith is bis 
Ti * dens dev Torn, alter the manner 
Tay + pl p35 © of alt Artificers that _ 
7 po 
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ſelves according to which 


they perform cheir exter- 
nal works. For as Philo 
does-'not ſay that God 
made or created, but on- 
ly prefigured in himſelf 
the archerypal World ; fo 
by that he only means, 
thatof all the Zdews in 
the Divine Mind,of which 
conſiſts the Eternal Rea- 
ſon/and*\Wiſdom of God, 
God" choſe that of this 
World to be the pattern 
of what he would create 
by it, and according to 
it- For one caano&think, 
that fo a Man as 
Philo ſhould think, - that 
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ever there was any imaginable point or 
time, when God's eſſential reaſon was nor, 
or was without the /dea's of all things 
poſſible. I take ir rherefore, that the Erer- 
nal Reaſon, which with all other poſſible 
Ideq's, eternally had in it the /dea of ſuch 
a World (as ours is) poſſible, is by Philo 


concei 


ved to be in this /dea deligned by 


God; for an aCtual pattern and principic 


alſo- of this future 
, G 2 


World, and ſo in this 


Reſpect 
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Reſpe& the. Logos and firſt begotten Son of 
God. And from this Fewi/þ tountain pro- 
ceed the like Notions in the Platonick The- 


ology. 


Now hereupon Juſtin diſputing 


with Jews, does in the firſt citation above 
made argue with them upon the Theology 


* Phils. de Conful. 
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of their Fathers * declared 
by Philo, to whoſe very 
words he ſeems to have 
had an eſpecial reſpeR, if 
you bur compare t 
But now the Sadduces, 
that had -not Religion e- 
novgh td believe'any An- 
gels or noetick-Beings,de» 
nied all this, and to evade 
the force of Moſes his Te- 
ſtimonies ({ whoſe Books 
only they admitted ) they 
grant indeed + that the 
Power of God appeared 
to the Fathers, and was 
called Angel , as delive» 
ring God's Will ; but not 
as really a ſubſiſtent Spirit, 
but only an agitated Var- 
tue. AndlI indeed am of 
opinion, that after -Chri- 
{tianity,an.! bur Doctrines 
ot Chriſt as the Divine 
Logt J 
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Logos increaſed, the Jews quitrad their 
former Theology of the Logos fo far, as 
herein to 'admit Sadduciſm, . and to-deny 
his -Sonſhip, Perſonality, and Angelical 
Miniſtration to his Father. And as 7rypho 
himſelf looks on the pre-exiſtence of the 
Mefſias, as the-Divine Logos, to be an in» 
credible Paradox ; fo thoſe others that 
Tuſtinfays were willing to pre-occupate 
him with thoſe Anſwers which he there 
recirtes and refutes, ſeem to be perie Sad- 
duces in this Point of the Logos, and all 
Angels; and thoſe ſore of 7rypho's Com- 
pany. But whether they were Jewiſh Sad- 
duces, or ſome Hereticks of a pretended 
Chriſtian Character ; it is plain they uſed 
the old Traditional Simile of the amavya- 
242 or light of the Sun, on purpoſe to d&- 
ſtroy the Traditions of Angels, and conſe- 
quently the Perſonality and Office of the 
Logos. Thus fay they, our Tradition re- 
preſents the Powers apparent, as mere - 
72347 ualz, mere imperſonal unſubliſtent 
rays, that abide no longer than their Office, 
but return again to their original preſently 
aſter, as the light goes off when the Sun 
ſets. Soall this pur together proves, that 
the Simile of the 4m&3x5o wa was uſed in 
the old Traditional Theology of the Jews, 
and continued among, Chri/7;ans, but was 

| G 3 perverted 
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perverted 'by Saddaces , eſpecially fince 
Chriſtianity, to oppoſe our other Theolo- 
gical Theories ; and therefore Juitin wWa- 
ved it to avoid the wrangles of thoſe Jews 
he then dealt with. A . gotwith- 
ſtanding all fach Jews or Sadduceans, the 
Chriſtian Church Rtill ever kepr this $imi- 
le, and always alledged it to the explica- 
tion of the Nicene form, without fear of 
being impeached of Sabe/ianiſm. But 'ns 
for Totiw's Simile of ſeveral Fires, and 7a- 
tian's ſeveral Torches, though the invalua- 
ble Dr. Bu ( 5 Snafar m1) 
hereby well ſhews, that theſe Ancients 


* Bull Defen. Fid.Nie. 
p- 357- Sunilia au- 
tem,quz polt ea qua 


Ctionis, five 4 woos 
Jnowe 74 aire, ut- 
cunh; 1.. .trandum, 
 nolb omnino pracita- 
re, (Je. 


held the Homooufion, yet 
® he confeſſes Tatian's Si- 
mile (which is the fame 
with 7«/tin's) to be lame, 
and ſuch as he will not 


- make out, and fo with 


this note 1 conclude this 
long diſquiſition. 

$5 But before we 
leave this our form of 


Faith, it may not be amiſs to find it out a 


better Original. Now the Glorious purity 
of the Divine Eſſence is ſuch, that for it 
we have no adequate conception , "and 
therefore we are forced to celebrate it by 
names of the greateſt Glories and — x 
whic 
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which we know, end which ſeem by the 


intention of God in Nature to be Symbols 
of it. - And of all theſe the moſt Excellent 


Ag Greek derivation 
ry {Ong accordingly the Trim 
in the Pontifick Petoral is by 
gint rendred Aduwo;. Sothat that which 
5 moſt excellently manifeſlative, that is 
— et and true Light. . Of theſe 
be two forts according to the 


rn ra preſto theſe tho 


intellectual are m—_— the nobler, and of 
theſe the manifeſtative Light of the Deity 
muſt be the trueſt ___— heſt of all, upon 
which no Mawichean neſs can border. 
Hence St. Jobs faith,that * God 
is light, and in him is no dark- 2 0. Jon. 8:þ 
neſs at all, which is originally true of God 
the Father, and as really true of the Son 
and Holy Spirit. For of the Son the ſame 
St, Fobn faith, + That he is the 
true Light that Lighteth every 58 ws 
Man that cometh into the World; and if 
true, then not Parabolical or Metaphorical 
Only: So that as -p Scriptures teach = 
Father 
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Father 10 he originally God, -and-the Son 
really. God -of God- the Father, (fo when 
they teach God the Father: to be true-or- 
ginal Light, and the Son to be true:Light 
alſo, by immediate conſequence they teach 
the Son. ro be _ true. Light of Light Origi- 
nal, like that Text whuch the Fathers ap- 
ply to this purpoſe ; /» thy Light ſhalt we 
fee Ligbt. So that our Light of Light is 
not the produt of a Simile in-two- Can- 
dles, but a literal truth - revealed in- the 
Scriptures, and thence as truly takem as 


God of God. And we may as well deny 


the reality and truth of the Liſe of God,de- 
ny. him to be the liviog God, though he 
himſelf ſwears by that Lite, and atrelts the 
truth of it,as to deny that he is true Light, 
which is expreſly aflerted of the 'Father, 
andthe Son. Now the Son being what 
he is {rom the Father, here is literal Scri- 
pture for Light of Light, Light indeed in- 
acceſſible, yet Light: true and eſſential. 
And trom hence I dare deduce the Nicene 
form, inſtcad ,of that Chandlers Shop, 
whence his Lordſhip's fancy had its illumt- 
nation, Here then will I fix his Lordſhip 
in this Queſtion ; Whether the Zogos the 
Son. of God be really what the Scripture 
calls him true Light, and Life 2, If not; ;1 
yield the Argument, but at his Lordſhip's 


peril, 
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peril Bur if he'really be, then the- Creed 
is true without a Metaphor from /Divine 
Revelation, \not from humane concerts and 
adumbrations. As for the emwhaouwx, 
I grant it a' term metaphorical, bur” that 
is not in the Creed, perhaps, becauſe x Siz 
mile; and the fame like all Stmiles, below 
the dignity of the Hypoltaſis repreſented 
thereby ; but however this 15 nothing to 
his Lordſhip's pretry Simile, that he found 
out. for the good old Faith and Fathers ; 
bur the-Light of Light is as hrerally true, 
as any thing fpoken of God car be, or is 
in Holy Scripture. | 

$. 10. But ſuppoſing many Fathers had 
borrowed their dim light from theſe Can- 
dles, yer it ſeems it led chem like an /gnu 
fatuws 1nto ſtrange brakes, if, as , 
his +'Lordſhip taxes them, in this *** 3* 
way of explaining this matrer they have ſaid 
many things, which mtimate that they be- 
lieved an inequality between the Perſons, 
and a ſubordination of the ſecond and third 
to .the' firſt. That the Fathers do teach a 
Perſonal Gradation or Subordinarion in the 
Deity Igrant, and for the account hereof, 
I referr to Dr. Bx//'s fourth Section of his 
Grear Monument of the Faith. But had 
theſe Fathers tallen into the conceirt of this 
Sumile of Souls propagated from Souls, or 

| Candles 


mon Ears will ſeem to import ; but. this he 
leaves undetermined, that we may not ſce 
him in the dark. Beſides, evenin the Per- 


which no Fathers aſſert in the Truty ; 
and yet the terms of Incquality and Perſo- 
nal Subordination ſimply ſet without an 
explanatory guard will zo common ſenſes 
ſuggelt this wrong Notion as the Senſe of 
the Fathers, though their Subordioation is 
explicitely no other, but what conſiſts in 

the-order of Emanations, and the Opera- 


tions 
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Hons ad extra s the Father oti- 


op ther Words and = we 4 Ca 
to ter degradation ever was 
intended or would have been endured by 
thoſe Fathers. Wherefore his Lordſhip is 
obliged by all Laws of i ity to ſhew 
the exorbitancy of this ination 
which they all own, or if not, to prove 
that theſe Ancient Souls and Candfeſticks 
ared the Dodtrine of any other Sub- 
ordination, which I dare undertake he can 
never do, but without doing it muſt incurr 
the guilt of defaming the Innocent that 
are now with God. 

 ©$. ex, But yer it ſeems il-luck would 
have ir, that theſe ſubordinating Fathers 
in the very career of their exorbitant Sub- 
ordination, fell into fuch Notions of the 
Homoouſion, which overturn their own 


'tear Sabordination, + So that by 


the fahte Subflance or Eſſence they mes 
do't many places expreſs themſelves, as if 


they oily meant the ſame being in a general 


ſenſe, as all Flumane Souls are of the ſame 
Subftance, that is, the ſame Order, or ſort 
—_ of 
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of. Beings, and they ſeemed to entile them 
to different Operations, not only\in an'Occo- 
womical way, but thought that - the” one lid 
that which the other did wor: Now ſuppos 
ſing this had been true, howrgould they 
at the fame time have fallen jnto the fub+ 
ordinating Hereſte ? For this Hereſie is at 
leaſt Arian,grounding the Subordination/of 
Digaity on Inequality of Eſſence ; but all 
Humane Souls are eſſentially equal as are 
all individuals of the fame . howe- 
ver-entitled to different Operations.” Bux 
in truth his Lordſhip falſly charges them 
with a mere ſpecifick Homoouſion im the 
Trinity. 1 own they bring it for illuſtra- 
tion fo far, that as ſeparate individuals of 
the ſame kind are called {:4cxnz, and there- 

| by is implied an equality 
, ey of Eſſence, * fo the fame 
Nie: con. Arian. Word uſed in the God- 
Decret. #; 3Þ «#9;@- head of the Father and 
" the Son, excludes that 
burfun, pe mrs Ellential inequality of the 
Ja; 765 ones jaw?  Arians, Which his Lord- 
% -» ſhip would yet trump up- 


\ . * ., 
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me — d4s.5 £ on theſe very Fathers. But 
”Y I). HOVE . 

Cd P ay ſ419v then the Fathers reach a 

| gn egy proper originary Homo- 
commun. E fent. - rY : 

Re Þ.. &: Spin. nts by which the Fa 


ther communicates his 
own 
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own Subſtance to the Son, 5 


and: thereupon the 7» 4ut- 
efron ayes irurloand 
«dz, the ellential in- 
ſeparability. of - theſe Per- 
ſons in :the \Godhcad , 
which a..mere ſpecifick 
Homoouſion - will not 
reach ito... But thus the 


argument -yuns ſtrongly 


againſt the Hereticks ;,;If #7 


Fathers, .Sons, .and - Kint 
men be 644c0, as being 
of the ſame nature, and 
deſcended from. the ſame 
loins, if more looſely all 
things: of the ſame kind 
are Guat and Guoph, 
though ſeparate and much 
diflering,4n ſhape, humors, 
and actions one trom ano- 
ther, how much more are 
the Father and the Son 
(144744 In the Divine Na- 
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ture, that arc in all reſpects undivided, and 
without any diſſimilitude or inequality - 
But, though this be the ſtrongeſt way of 
arguing againſt Hereticks, from the ſpeci: 
tick Homoouſion to the individual, .by 
thewing that the term in general admits 


diflerent 
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different Modes or : of coeſicotia» 
liry-or connaturality, of which the indivi« 
daal is the greateſt and exateſt in the Tri-' 
nity; yet even ſimply the term- ir-ſelf in- 
its urmoſt generality, and without reſtri-' 
Rion will by conſequence inferr-a co-eter- 
nity in the Perſons. - Let the Term there» 
fore open to the looſeſt Im Aer -it 
be fanſicd that the Father, Son, and Holy 
Spurit, —_— Perſons of one common 
Kind div ating in themſetves ; | yet 
even this Notion will hold thetw:ro: be' 
ually of an Eternal and Divineſlence, 
which was ſtrong againſt Arians, 'Photi- 
nians, and Macedonians ; but it not bet 


ſo elcar againſt 7ritheiſm, a 

the rakes aſlerted the -» d9z/ovry, and 
the origination of the Son, and Holy- Spi- 
rit, inſeparably in the Father on purpoſe 
to diſclaim and filence thoſe charges of 7ri-; 
theiſm, which yet his Lordſhip-dves not 
bluſh to fix on them (in wordsto be conſi- 
dered immediately ) notwithſtandifig their 
expreſs remonſtrances and demonſtrations 
to'the contrary. And yet after all,  ſuppo- 
ſing that the cavils of the Hereticks had 
forced the Fathers into ſuch forms-of argu» 
mentation, as -might rhen-appedr expedi- 
ent and good ad hominem, which now: inf 
an Age of other apprehenſions l6emmor fo; 
theſe 
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SS IONES re- 
proachfuliand nnintended ences, 
of which the" Church in choſe Ages knew 
them» to be innocent, $oo te gloried 


in their Piety. But, 3s to the diverſity of 
Operations, with which;his Lordſhip ewits 
them, whatſoever forms may drop from 
them in popular or hotniletical diſcourſes 
(in which no Men take ſo much care to be 
critical as affective) 1 believe Pp 
can no Divine Operations ad extra \ 
ſo applied to one Perſon, as poſitively to 
exclude all concurrence in the others. 
| wor" not - that they -op- , 
St. Paxl's *Dottrine, * ur 

t there are diverfities of Operations, 
but the fame God which worketh all in al. 

$. 12. And yer we find his 
Lordſhip Þ falling into that very { + | 

itt with which he upbraids the Fa 


| th 
' F by framib wo Similes, (as thall a 

in dueplace) and from them framing a 
Theological conceit, that i» the Divine 
Efſence, which is the fimpleft and perfetteſt 


Unity, there may be Three, that may/have 
a dpverſity of Operations, as well = 


mies.. Here his Loroſhip did not mpch re- 
member St. Paul above-cited, noy/himlelt 
in his 3x. page on which we now are; But 
whether this may be fo, or not, ſo, God 
knows, 
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kaows,.it follows not from the Simile of. a 
compounded Nature, - operating 'diverſly 
from Principles,. Parts, and Virtues ſpect 
fically and. naturally oppoſite, which-an his 
Lord(hip's expreſſion, may be browgbt-ta;the 
Terms of a Contradittion, of which, 4. fup- 
poſe, there is no capacity in the molt Gm+ 
ple Nature of the Deity. vi 
. I. 13, But let us fee the foul aſpedt of, 
the Homoouſion 1n the Writings of | theſe 
Fathers, ad what Reformation | fbllowed 
ory thereupon. Z7b1s- was, faith his 
" 3% Lordſhip, * more eafly appreber- 
ded, but it ſeemed ſo diredly toafſert three 
Gods, which was very contrary to wany moit 
expreſs declarations both in the Old and 
New Teſtament, in which the Unity of the 
Deity "o /o of en held forth, that therefore 
others toox anoiher way of explaming this, 
making it their foundation, that the Deity 
was one numerical Beings la this Reflexion 
here. are two things, which in his Lord» 


ſhip's judgment (and he lays the judgment* 


of rhe aiter Ancients) (cem direatly-y40 af- 
lert three Gods, Viz, their Arguments kom 
a ſpecitick Hoinoouſjon,and their aſcribing 
divers Operations. .The Jews and Greeks 
| 04 old charged us." with 
_—_ my con. Arian. | v/ytheiſm,on the account 
of our Trunity, and tus 


Lordihip 


Sun 
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Lordſhip here ſeems to juſtifie and ſecond 
the Infidels in that Charge againſt all the 
Fathers, who argued from the ſpecitick 
Homoouſion , and diſtin Operations, 
which I think were well nigh all the Gree# 
Fathers, after the Nicene Council, even 
Athanaſius, who thus * argues, © ns 
and yet diſſolves the Crime of 
Polytheiſm, which his Lordſhip with Jews 
and /feathens lays upon them, but from 
which I have clear'd them alſo 9. rx. Bar 
if divers Operations as well as the Argu- 
ments from a ſpecifick Homovſion ſeem 
direQly to aſſert three Gods ; how came 
his Lordſhip to grant ſuch a conception al- 
lowable, that there may be three, that may 
have a diverſity of Operations as well as Oe» 
conomies 2 For it he be no Tritheiſt in al- 
lowing this Conception, why does he re- 
fle& on it as Tritheite in the Fathers? And 
yet his Lordſhip diverſifies the Operations 
much more exclufively (each of other Per- 
ſon) than any Fathers do, and in ſuch a 
manner as inferrs a Tetrad in the Deity, in 
which according to his Lordſhip the Fa- 
ther muſt be a ſecond Principle. For his 
words run thus ; + 7s the Divine _ 
Eſſence, which is the ſimpleſt and © ®* 
perfetteſt Unity, there may be three, that 
may have a diverfity of Operations, as well 
as 
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as Oeconomies, By the firf# God may be 
ſuppoſed to have made and to govern all 
things, by the ſecond to have atluated and | 
been moſt perfeilly united to the Flamanity 
of Chriſt, and by the third to have inſpired 
the Penmen of the Scriptures, and the Wor» 
kers of Miracles, and ftill to renew and pu» 
rifie all good Minds ; ail which notwithſtan« 
ding we firmly believe there is but one God. 
Now whatſoever atts by another is di- 
ſtint from that other by which it acts; and 
prior in the Agency by the order of Rea» 
fon. If then God acts by the firſt, which 
is the Father, that God is in Nature and 
Subſiſtence antecedent to the Father, and 
the firſt hath a former ; and if God who 
ats by three be diſtint from thoſe three 
by which he as, there are then four Di- 
ſtints and DiſtinQions in the Deity, or 
elſe the three are not eſſential in the Deity, 
but only operant and unſubſtantial Powers 
and Qualitics, Yct is it againſt Faitly to 
ſay that God acts or creates by the Father, 
becauſe it makes him fecondary by an un+ 
allowable conception, the Canonical Faith 
herein being that God original, or God the 
Father afts by his Soa and Holy: Spirit. 
But whether we make the Father primary 
or {ecundary, if we attribute the Creation 
to him excluſively of the Logos. and Holy 
Spirit, 


_s — MM I = _ My 


Pareſſ, the Primitive Fathers, &c. 99 
Spirir;” and the Infpirations to the Spirit 
excluſively of the Father and the Son, and 
the Divine Operations in the Union of our 
Narure;' with the Logos to the Logos, only 
excluſively of the Father and Holy Spirit, 
according to his Lordſhip's ſcheme of con- 
ceptions, we rove from truth, from Scri- 
pture,” from Catholick Tradition, which 
aſcribes theſe to the ſingle Perſons by a pe- 
culiar reſpedt of Oeconomick Order, but 
not by an excluſive propriety of Operation, 
And, yet, though his Lordſhip recommends 
this conception, of ſuch a ſeparate Agency 
ia his three Divine Anonymities, yet can 
he find no fuch incongruries in the recei- 
ved Dottrines of thoſe his detpifed Fathers. 
But 'tis time to take breath, and conſider 
what reformation following extinguiſhed 
this 7ritheiſm in the Catholick Church 
and- Faith. Why, Others therefore /aid 
another foundation in one numerical Deity 
or Being. Now what is this, but to infi- 
nuate, nay, openly to aſſert that the for- 
mer Fathers, that believed Emanations and 
Facundity, and argued from the ſpecifick 
Homoonlion, with the reſpetive Opera- 
tions, did not fundamentally own one in- 
dividual Deity 2 And yet how could they 
thar ſtack to the Nicene Creed, deny the 
fundamental Article of one God, which 

H 2 yet 
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yet all the raxed Fathers defended as the 
Faith of all rhe former Fathers, who: made 
the Monarchy a fundamental Principle a- 
gainſt Gentiliſm, and-were herein exatly 
and profeſſedly followed by all their Suc- 
ceſſors? Nay, the feature of his Lordſhip's 
reflexion ſeems to attaint all Antiquity of 
Tritheiſm, till after the Doctors of the ſpe- 
cifick Homoouſion and diſtin Operations 
ceaſed, as not holding the Unity of the 
Godhead ; for his conjunQion therefore 
makes this Unity a poſt-nate Principle, ta» 
ken up upon the apprehenſion that the for- 
mer Doctrines of the Church were 7r;- 
theite, according to his Lordſhip's general 
Impurtation. 

s 14. And now it ſeems high time to 
obſerve upon what fancies (for they are 
repreſented as ſuch) theſe Zritheire Prin« 
ciples were relormed by theſe over-ſert pa» 

trum nepotes. * They then objer- 
0D ved, that the Sur be/ides its own 
Globe hal an Emanation of Light, and ano- 
ther of Heat, which had different Opera- 
tions, and all from the ſame Efſence;' | And 
that the Soul of Man had both Intelle4jon 
and Love, which flowed from its Effence. 
So they conceived that the Frimary'Ath of 


the Divine Eſſence ' was its Wiſdom, by | 


which it ſaw all things, and in which. as in 
an 


_ 
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an Eternal Ward it oy 4 all things, 
This they+ thought might be called the Son, 
a being the generation of the Eternal Mind, 
while from the fountain Principle, together 
with the inward Hord, there did ariſe a 
Love that was to iſſue forth, and that was 
to be the Soul of the Creation, and was more 
pas ticularly to animate the Church, and in 
* this Love ail things were to have life and 
favour. This was reſted on, and was after- 
wards dreſſed up with a great deal of dark 
wicety' by the Schools, and grew to be the 
wniverſally received explanation. So that 
it ſeems theſe conceptions, theſe reforming 
conceptions, are very novel, and the Do- 
Arine derived from them became not 
univerſal, but by the Definitions of the 

* Schools. 
$. 15. But before we come to juſlific 
their due Antiquity, let us conſider whe- 
ther, as his Lordſhip repreſents them, the 
Tritheiſm of the former Fathers were real- 
ly amended by them. For in this Simile 
here are two Emanations from the Globe 
of the Sun, Light and Heat, which have 
different Operations, which if they repre-« 
ſent different Operations of the different 
Pesſons in the Deity, this reduces that Zri- 
theiſms which the Sinaile was 5 ave) to 
avoul, - So unhappy were theſe Theologi- 
H 3 cat 
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cal Tinkers in mending the former 

ries . 
$. 16. But however, let us ſee whether 
theſe Theories had not really a more carly 
Original and Reception in the Univerſal 
Church. I begin with the Simile of the 
Sun ; + Now Tertullian 
ATY GR fup- the moſt ancient of all 
ME nt ing our Latin Writers ' ufed 
this Simile, and fays, that in reſpetrthere- 
of the Logos was ever backward celebrated 
under this Title as the Ray of God; - So 
| * Lattantius had learned 
Natit. | 4. ©-25- the ſame Simile from 7er- 
quaſi radius 2 Sole 7#/lian, or his Church, So 
porrectus. + St. Auſtin (an African 
flo Fran For. ©5 hkewiſe ) had from his 
candorem Solis a So- Fathers derived the fame 
le , fepara Verbum Example of the Sun. The 
_— Greek Fathers that lived 
in and juſt after the Nicene Council fo of- 
ren, ſo uniformly, and canonically uſe it 
{who yet argued from the ſpecrfiek Senſe 
of the Homoovſion) rhat the citartions' of 
them would fill a Volume ; fo this Fancy 
15 not later than theſe Tritheir Homoou- 
fraſts. And to let his Lordſhip' ſee, that 
it was an Ante-Nicene Simile,” nor only 
the Scripture rerm 2mw&7 ua may-con- 
vince, 
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vince; but the expreſs produRtion of it 


* by Theognoſtus, who ſtill 
maintains the Old FJewi/b 
and. Primitive Simile a- 
gainſt all Saddacean and 
Sabeillian perverſians of 
it, ſuch” as we above ſaw 
practiſed by the Adverſa- 
ries. of- this truth in the 
days of Juſtin Martyr. Sce 
above Y. 8. 
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$ x7. Secondly the Antiquity of the Si- 
mile taken from our Minds admits ſo large 


as Vindication, that to 
quote. +, ſayings at large 
would make a little com- 
pendious Library of the 
Fathers, and therefore to 
avoid a bulk, I muſt re- 
ferr to a {ew Authors and 
Authorities in the Mar- 
gin, that are conſeſledly 
of a much greater anti- 
quity than his Lordſhip 
ns to the invention 

or uſe of this Sunile, who. 
H 4 


t Arm. Alex. Protrep, 
Tertull, adv. Prax. 
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yet reſemble the Theology of the Tri 
by the image thereof in our Minds,: whi 
the Scriptures affirming to be created after, 
the Image, and in the Likeneſs -of God, 
recommended to thoſe Fathers, and us to 
lcarn Theories of God by thoſe glances. of 
his Divinity, with which he has both ador- 
ned and enlightened our intelletual Pow» 
ers, from thoſe inſpired ſtrains of Theolo- 
gy, that fo expreſly ſuit with that /dea we 
have of our own internal Principles. 

$. 18, But now ler us further try, whe- 
ther his Lordſhip, * that flouts 
the Fathers for their many imper- 
tinent Similes, does not pretend to ſupply 
us with others in our own Nature, which 
really are much more impertinent to 
conception of the Trinity. We do þ 
perceive, + faith he, wir 
ſelves two, if not three Pring 
ples of Operation, that do not only differ W 
Pnderſtanding and Will, which are only 
ferent Modes of thinking, but differ In 
their Charatter and way of Operation. All 
our cogitations and reaſonings are a ſort of 
Adts, in which we can fled ou the way 
how we operate. We perceive that we att 
freely in them, and that we turn our Minds 
to ſuch objetls and thoughts as we pleaſe. But 
by another Principle, of which we perceive 
nothing, 


OF. 2. 


t P. 41, 43 


« 


- 


| Part 1k the Primithve Fathers, &c. roy 


nothing} and can refiett upon no part of tt; 
| _— in our Bodies, we Thins pro's i 
ate them, we receive ſenſations from them, 
and give motions to them, we live and dye, 
and - do'wot know how all this is done. It 
ſeems to be from ſome Emanation from our 
Souls; tn which we do not fee! that we have 
any liberty, and ſo we muſt conclude, that 
this Principle in us is natural and neceſſary. 
In atts of Memory, Imagination, and Diſ- 
courſe, there ſeems to be a mixture of both 
Principles, or a third that reſults out of 
them. For we feel a freedom in one re« 
ſpelt, but as for thoſe marks that are in our 
rain, that ſet things in our memory, or fur- 
wiſh us with words, we are neceſſary Agents ; 
they come in our way, but we do nor know 
ow : We cannot call up a figure of things, 
or words at pleaſure ; ſome diſorder in our 
Mechaniſm hides or flattens them, which 
when it goes off, they ſtart up and ſerve us, 
but not a any att of our Underſtanding and 
Will. Thus we ſee, that in this ſingle undi- 
vided Eſſence of ours, there are different 
* Principles of Operation, ſo different as 1;- 
berty and neceſſity are from one another. 
am far from thinking that this is a proper 
explanation or reſemblance of this my#tery, 
(and here | indeed jump in judgrnent with 
+ his Lordſhip) yer it may be called in ſome 


: ſort 


, 
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fort an illuſtration of it, fince it hews. 1s 
frem our own Compoſutron, that in ene Eſſence 
there may be ſuch different Prineiples wbich 
in their proper Charatter may be brought ta 
the terms of a covtradittion of bting free 
and not free. So in the Divine Eſſence, 
which is the fempleſt and perfetieſt Tuity, 
there may be three that may bave a diuerfn 
ty of Operations, &e, Tenderden Steeple 
and Goodwyn Sands ! This is a worthy Six 
mile indeed (to ſupplant that ſcoured one 
of the Ancients) in which is no repreſenta+ 
tion of the Logos, and its Parent Principle, 
nor of the Spirit of Holineſs that is in the 
Father and the Son, none of their co-cllen» 
tiality, co-erernity, or order, all. which 
are reſembled in that Simile which this un+ 
dermines, But however, let us try the 
ſtufl, firſt generally, and then particulars 
ly. In the general view here are two Prins 
Ciples of neceſſity and freedom. The nes 
ceſſity conſiſts in our being, and its Phyſt 
cal Operations of Life and Death, rhe lis 
berty in the Elective faculry of our Minds, 


Now, what cag this reſemble in Gad,; but 


the natural neceſſity ot the Divine Life and 
the Operations, (it we may {© ſpeak) by 
which the Son is generated from the Fay 
ther, and the Holy Spirit derived from 
both, and the liberey of all God's ofher 

as ? 


| 


| 


- 


Part Ml; the Primitive Fathers, &c. r07 


as? But this cannot amount to a Trinis 
ty, nor reſemble contrary or different Prin- 
ciples, ſince God's liberry of acting differs 
not redtty from his neceſſary exiſtence. 
And both that neceſſity and liberty equally 
agree to every Perſon in the Trinity, and 
fo cannot reſemble their diſtintion. But 
now' we will be more particular, and trace 
theſe Philoſophick dictates xz ri, that 
ſo we may ſee the depths of them. Firſt 
then his Lordſhip cannot tell whether there 
be in us two or three Principles of Opera- 
tion, only” if there be not three, be fure 
there are two ; ſo then we are ſure of a Fi 
gure for two, bur not for three Principles, 
or rather Perſons in the Deity. ' This at 
firſt ſetting out is like tobe a ſweet illuſtra» 
tion of the Trinity ! I doubt 'tis crack'd 
through ſome diforder in us Mechaniſm, 
But whether two or three, they differ vet 
like Onderſtanding and Will that are but 
different Modes of thinking. Now it we 
take Underſtanding and Will for rhe Prin- 
ciplesof aCtual intelleion and volition, as 
his Lordſhip's compariſon of Principles to 
them fees to do, then I deny them to be 
Modes of thinking, ſince Principles are not 
the Modes of their Principiates, but give 
them to their Principiates. If his Lordihip 
means not the Principles, but only the acts 
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of intdleftion and volition, then T'Yeriy 
volition to be a'Mode of thinking. And 
whether you conceive the afts of intelle- 
Aion, and will mixt or pure, yet according 
to the true abſtrat diſtinQions of them 
they are not divers Modes of the ſame ſpe- 
cifick AA, but As whoſe format reafon 
is ſpecifically different Now as trifling 
as all this is, and ſeems to be, yet his Lord- 
ſhip ſcems to have had a great fetch in it 
againſt the Canonical Similitude 'of our 
Minds, leſt Underſtanding and Will, being 
near the fame with Underſtanding and 
Love, and flowing from our Mind as its 
Parent, ſhould be thought a fair Sirnile for 
the Trinity ; for this cauſe it was neceſſa- 
ry that they ſhould be but two Modes of 
thioking. This being premiſed, our cogi- 
tations and reaſonings are ats of '# free 
Principle, but our animal Operations are 
neceſſary. But what is this ro the Theory 
of the Divine Nature ? For theſe contrarie- 
tics of Operations proceed from the com- 
poſition of contrary Subſtances, "Soul 'and 
Body ; whereas the Deity is moſt! ſimple 
and uncompounded, ' and . conſequently 
cannot be repreſented ,by atry compoſition 
whatſoever, eſpecially a compound of &Hh- 
traries. Well! bur neceſſary Operations 
of the animal Life, ſeem to be from'\fomg 

| Emana- 
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Emanations from our Souls. Very well ! 
and do theſe ſeeming Emanations repreſent 
an /dea of the Emanations of the ſecond 
and third Perſon 2 I doubt not ; for thoſe 
in the Deity are but two, but theſe of our 
Souls, on our Bodies (it they were Emana- 
tions, as they are not) are very manifold, 
But. if they be repreſentative Emanations, 
why then his Lordſhip here goes beyond 
due bounds in being pleaſed with the No» 
tions and Similes of Emanations, or elſe 
theſe Notions are regular, and then why 
are the Fathers taxed for exorbitancy in 
them ? Bur if theſe Emanations of the anþ 
mal life are not repreſentative, why afe 
they brought in here under the term of 
Emanations, to make us believe them re- 
preſentative of the Divine Emanations 2 So 
much then for a Dyad repreſentative. Now 
a Kingdom for a third. Well then we have 
ina&ts of Memory, Imagination, and Dif 
courſe a mixture of both Principles, (+. e. 
free and neceſlary) or a third that reſults 
our of them. As for his mixtures, I leave 
them purcly to himſelf ; but for his third 
relulting Principle I am to feek. For it 
mult be a Principle that is neither free, nor 
neceſlary, and ſuch a one is hard to be got 
for lpve or money ; but however, that a 
Principle, neither free, nor neceſſary,ſhould 
reſult 
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tefult from rwo, whereof one is free; and 
the other neceſſary, will I doubt bring his 
Lordſhip of mere neceſſity to the rerms of 
2 contradiction, how unconcradicted foe- 
ver he affects to be. 

$. 19. Advance we now from the old 
Similes of the Farhers to the Theology it 
ſelf repreſented by them. Now it is not 
a novel Obſervation or Fancy, as his Lord- 
ſhip ſnearingly ſuggeſts, but the ancient, 
internal, Catholick, and fubſtantial Wiſ- 
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dom of the Faith , thar 
the * three adorable Per- 
lons in the Godhead, are 
an Eternal and Subſtan- 
tial Mind, Reaſon, and 
Holy Spirit. Now ro @- 
void all cavil and equivo- 
cation, it is not unnece(- 
fary that I ſtate the' ex- 
ateſt Notions of the Fa- 
thers in theſe Terms of 
their Theology ; For that 
the words being of very 
various and involved fig- 
nifications in common ele, 


'will be liable ro caſe mi- 


ſtakes, in this protound 
and critic] Theory,” elpe- 


cially. when Readcrs ſhall difcoycr ſome- 
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times the ſame terms to be promiſcuguſly 
uſed tor different Perſons. 

Q. 20; | begin therefore with that of 
Mind. This moſt properly and primitive- 
ly ſignifies the noetick or intellectual Prin- 
ciple in all rational Beings, the Spring, the 
Fountain, the Original of thoſe intelleQual 
Graces and Perſiections, that are found ia 
ſuch Spiritual Natures. But by an caſfie 
Trope it is alſo very commonly uſed in all 
forts of Writings for the 52az: the Conce- 
ptions, Counſels, Sentiments, Propen- 
ſions, and Reſolves of the Mind, as, were 
it neceſſary, might be ſhewn in infinite in- 
ſtances. But thirdly there hath been a Phi- 
loſophick and Artificial Senſe of the word 
of a more late invention, ſerting vis or 
Minds for ſingle Spirits. Now the exat 
Notion of Mind as the firſt Principle in 
the Deity is the firſt of theſe, the proper 
and the Primitive, as it is the Original of 
God's. Eſſential Reaſon, and Holy Spirit. 
Now according to this exact and canonical 
Notation the term Mind is not only an Ef- 
ſential, but a Paternal and Producent Cha- 
raQer, ſo that ſpeaking with canonick ac- 
curacy we cannot ſay, that there are three 
Minds, for this is direly to aflert three 
Fathers, and by conſequence three Sons, 
or Logos, and fo likewiſe three Holy Spt- 
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rits, fince every ſuch Mind muſt have irs 
Reaſon and Spirit, of which it isand muſt 
be a natural and neceſſary original. To 
aſſert three Minds in the ſenſe ot Spirits is 
dire&ly to aſſert three Gods, it being the 
ſame thing, and as irregular to fay, there 
are in the Deity three Spirits, as three 
Gods. But it we will take the term equi- 
vocally in different Senſes, then we find 
ſome Fathers calling not 


* Athenag Leg. p35. 
i Swe ver did @v 
4247 auTiy © $auTy 
7 A200. at prius Yes 

Ts wad; 


vy@& 
Gt quod dreerat «3s 


WIG Tu Taos 1,4" 


ts. Sic forte mtclli- 
gendum 1ilhud p. 1 10. 
rac Aiy &, ovgia, yds 
Tabs. Toroph. ad 
Autolye. p.129. Terw 
(Logon) «38 (Pater) 
ure v6au[ mV. 
Clem. Alex. Protrep. 
vic Tx Is ymnac Fl 
SIG aby@. at 
Serom. |. 7. 3a® 
Ve6,00. curTa oy, 


de codem Logo. 


only * the Father the 
Mind in diſtinRioa from 
the Logos, but the Logos 
alſo tropically by 

name of Mind, as being 
the eſſential &waz and 
Reaſon of the Father, of 
the ſame Eſſence, and 
therefore in reſpe&t of 
that Eſſence loofly cal- 
led by the ſame name, 
according perhaps to the 
Pattern and Language of 
Flate, the Philoſophick 
Ancients uſing this ho» 


monymy, according to the taſt of the Pla- 
ronick Philolophers, ( which vere ot fo 
great credit among the (ree4s) whom our 
Worthies cited as of Authority with the 
Gentiles in their Apologericks in order to 
LIC 
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their more caſte converſion. And yet nei- 
cher io'this laxer accepticn or comprehen- 
ſivencſs/have | ever read among our  An- 
cients the aflertion of - three Minds. For 
uſing the term mind in an eſſential Notion 
only, not a paternal, the aſſertion of rhree 
Minds would have looked like three Ef- 
| ſences. 

Q$. 2x. But though we have ſufficiently 
proved our Doctrine not to be a novel 
whimfie, but a Primitive and Catholick 
Tradition; yet will I prove its foundations 
to be really Divine. - For the Son of God 
is fo called with relation to a Father lrom 
whom he derives his proper Subfiſtence 
and Charattcr. And this Son of God rhe 
Father'is he whom Sr. John calls the Logos 
according to the old Jewi/h Theology God 
of God; the internal fubſtantial Reaſon ol 
God the Father, in whom or who is the 
Image of his Father, by whom the Father 
made and governs all things. And from 
hence this hath ever been the avowed Faith 
of all the * Primitive, as 


®* ren. l1tcr. 2. c. 


well as lucceeding Ages, $5. 13.c1$l4 c.14. 
to be ſealed with their c28.c37.<15.L5.c. 
Blood and Sufferings, and $ 74*,Maerimr. Apol. 


2. Dul. cum Tryph. 
was not a mere upſtart c/em. Alex. Frotrep, 


projet/to ſupply the for« Ter cul Prae. & adr. 
' mer -7ritheiſm taught in 


ud. & con. Marcien. 
the 
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c15.con, Marcell. 
17, & Eccl. -T Lr. 
C.2.Panegyriſta Pau- 
lms ap- Euf. Eccl. 
Hiſt. L 10. Conſtane. 
ad SanCtor. Cxtum 
ap. Euſeb. cg. Paſtor 
Herms.l.3. Sunulit 9. 
Athenag+ Legat. 
Theoph. ad Autolyc. 
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L3. 1.4. 1.5.16. 17. & 
de Princip. L c. 2. 
Cypr. de Idol. Vanit. 
Baſil. con. Ennom. |. 
5.& Serm.in Princip. 
Naz. de facr. Paſch. 
Prudent.<t ET4ees. 
de Roman- Martyr & 


in Apotheol. Greg. 


Thaumat. ad Origen. 
Athan.ubigz. Pſeudo- 
Ambro/. de tide con. 
Arian. Aiig. con. $. 
Hareſ. & mm Evan. 
Foh.c. 1. Tract. 1,2. 
& de Tempor. Ser. 
190. & inhnuties plu- 
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the more ancient Church. 
Now, if according to the 
common and univerſal 
Senſes and Notions of all 
Men, the Mind is the Pa- 
rent and Original of all 
actual Reaſon 1n it, then 
if the Divine Reaſon be 
the trueſt and moſt Eſſen- 
tial Reaſon, the Parent 
Principle thereof muſt be 
the trueſt and moſt Eſſen- 
tial Mind ; which Princi- 
ple of this Reaſon the 
Scripture having owned 
Paternal, it follows that 
God the Father is an Eter- 
nal Mind, having a co- 
eſſential Reaſon for its co- 
eſſential Iſſue, the perfect 
Image and Character of 
its Parcnt. 


ra reperies ejuldem generis apud omnes. 


d. 22. In the next place let us ſee, whe- 
ther the Charatter of the Holy Spirit a- 
grees well to the Subſtantial Love of God, 
according to the Doctrine cf the traduced 


Ancients. 


Let it then bc noted, that that 


Mind, 1n which a vital and conſubſlantial 


reaſon 


— yt — Or 
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reaſon perfely ſubſiſts, doth by that rea- 
ſon in one clear, intuitive, luminous, and 
Archetypal /dea diſcern all poſſible Forms, 
Eſſences, Habitudes, Powers, and Reaſons 
of things, and therefore very particularly 
all the diſtintive forms and differences of 
good and evil. From whence there muſt 
proceed in ſuch a Mind and Reaſon a vital 
and eſſential Spirit (which we in our Lan- 
guage would perhaps call a Principle) of 
Holineſs, to wit, an ceſlential Love of all 
the Forms and Reaſons of Good.and there- 
in an eſſential averfation of all the kinds 
and degrees of Evil, this being but one and 
the ſame Spirit, having different aſpets on 
diflerent objefts. Now without ſuch a Spi- 
rit of Love and Holineſs no being can be 
perfeatly good or happy, fince perfect 
oodnels, as well as happineſs, conſiſts ef- 
entially in love and purity. Now the 
goodneſs of things muſt be the proper ob- 
je of ſuch Love, and muſt be diſcerned 
by that aCtual Reaſon, that contains in it 
the /dea's of all things poſſible. Whence 
this =_ is as eſſential 8 the Deity as Rea- 

ſon, and thereupon the 
Apoſtle faith, + thar God con "” $andt. 
is Love, the fumm of Czt. ap. Ev: c. 7. 
which truth is nobly ce- 5,79 2% wwe, 2aite 
ſebrated * by the great © "Tus Our 
| 2 Conus 
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ee) mou Loni Conſtantine, as the Do- 
«, 47 1991 *9" Qrine which he had been 
HR MST 7 TOALRY, 
x 7 verig rh Cow taught by the Chriſtian 
rr dls ac Fathers herein, according 
y” with the perpetual Theo- 
logy of God's People, who ever acknow- 
ledge this Holineſs of the Divine Wiſdom 
and Spirit from irs conſtant indications. 
For * froward thoughts 
- ſeparate from God, and in- 
to a malicious Soul Wiſdom will not en» 
ter, nor dwell in the Body that is ſubjet 
wnto fin, For the Holy Spirit of Diſcipline 
will fly deceit, and remove P on, thoughts 
that are without underſtanding, and will 
not abide when unrighteouſneſs cometh in, 
for v iſdem Is 4 loving Spirit, GC. 
$. 23. But here again a freſh difficulty 
ariſes from the homonymy of terms. For 
St. Pau! calling our Lord + the 
Wiſdom of God, the generali- 
ty and the exaReſt of the Fathers follow 
him in that ſtyle, and make the Wiſdom 
and Logos to be the ſame ſubſiſtence di- 
ſtint from the Holy Spirit. Some of the 
Ancients, as great as 2ny, ſpeaking diſtin 
ly * diſtinguiſh the Logos 
* Iren. Theoph. An- from the Sophia, and 
” en, p. 51.06.15. make tl © phia the Per- 
ho n "g% 
lon of the Holy Spirit ; 
and 


»* Sap. Sal. 1, 3, 4» 


+ 1 Cor.1. 24 


——X 
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and . yet again at other 

times + confound the Lo- | Theoph. Antioch. 
gos and Sophia for the p.%:. 

ſame ſecond Perſon the | 

Son, * whom alſo they |, T'*9% Þ 51: Ter 
call the Spirit of God the 

Father. Wherefore 'tis neceſſary to our 
Theory, that we remove this Cloud. And 
here we are to diſtinguiſh Wiſdom into ſpe- 
culative, and prattical, for which diſtin- 


. REtion there 1s apparent authority in the 


Scripture, and ground in our own inner 
Experience. Now the Reaſon of any Spi- 
ritual Nature is its formal proper ſpecula- 
tive Wiſdom, but an Holy Spirit and tem- 
per of Mind is the practical. In this latter 
ſenſe the forequoted place out of the Apo- 
chryphal Wiſdom calls the loving Spirit of 
God, or his Spirit 7 Wiſdom ; 
but + elſewhere the ſame 
Author Preaches, that in } fap, Sal. 7. 22,6, 
Wiſdem,which is the Artificer of all things, 
there is a Spirit, which among other attri- 
butes is /oly, and loves the thing that is 
good, and is Almighty, where the in-exi- 
ſtence of the Holy Spirit of Love in that 
Wiſdom, the Arrtificer of all things puts a 
diſtinftion between this Spirit and Wiſ- 
dom, and fo hereby Wiſdom in this place, 
as well as by its Charater, muſt be the 
l 3 Archety- 
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Archetypal Logos, or Architetonick Rea- 
ſon of God the Father. And hence theſe 
ambiguous Fathers ſeem to have copied 
their Theories and Language, ſometimes 
calling the Lozos Wiſdom, to wit the 1n- 
tuitive, ſometime the Holy Spirit, as the 
practical Wiſdom of God the Father. And 
lo there are learned Men, that ground the 
alledged homonymy of the Word Spint in 
ſome forms of Scripture. But I, that think 
the Scripture as a Rule for Canonick Theo- 
logy, thinking it unſale to fix any exorbi- 
tant Senſes on the Terms expreſhve of the 
Trinity, without abſolute neceſſity, am 
apt to think thoſe Fathers called the Logos 
the Spirit of God ſometimes, through ſome 
Scriptures by them ſo miſtaken, or appea- 
ring in that ſenſe to them, under a looſe 
and general Notion, that whatſoever iſſues 
from the Eſſence of God the Father fo iſſues 
by a Spiritual Efflux, or elſe is of a Spiri- 
tual Subſtance as the Father is, and fo as 
Tertullian calls the Zogos, Spirit of Spirit, 
and God of God. Bur fince all theſe Fa- 
thers expreſly own a Trinity of Perſons, 
the third of which is ſignally characterized 
by the appropriate Title of Holy Spirit, 
there can be no doubt of the conſonancy 
of their Faith to the Catholick Doctrine, 
ind to this Theory of it in the Holy Spt- 

| rit, 
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rit, which to ſerve his Lordſhip I am here 
to illuſtrate. 

$. 24+ Theſe Bars being thus removed, 
we ſhall proceed to examine on what 
ground this Subſtantial Love of God is 
called by the name of Spirit. Now this 
word, though fo very variouſly ſrgnificant, 
is however uſed cither abſolutely, as when 
it's ſaid, God isa Spirit, or Angels are mi- 
niſtring Spirits, a Spirit hath not Fleſh and 
Blood, and other ſayings of the ſame for- 
mal intention in the Word, or <clſe rela» 
tively and attributively to ſomething whoſe 
Spirit it is, or is called. Of this latter 
form is the characeriſtick Title of the Spi- 
rit of God, or Holy Spirit of God and 
Chriſt, &c. And the Word Spirit thus re- 
latively attributed to Beings ſimply imma- 
terial denotes an active Principle, Power, 
or Virtue in them, and this either Poten- 
tial, or Moral. Thus it is mentioned as a 
potential Principle 3 Joſh. 5. 1. Eſa. 19. 3. 
Luk. x. 17. as a moral Principle ; Ezr. x, 
1,5. Pſal. 32. 2. and 34. 18. and 51. 10, 
17. Eſa. 57.15. Ezek. 11.19. and 36, 26. 
Matth. 5.3. Luke 9. 55. Toh, 4+ 23, 24- 
Rom. 8. 15, 16. 1 Cor. 4. 21. Eph. 4 23. 
1 Pet. 3, 4 and fo in infinite other places. 
So likewiſe the Spirit of God feems oft ro 
denote in him, what we commonly call a 
I 4 Prin 
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Principle acting potentially, but chiefly 
and moſt eecally in the fndifical Ope- 
rations, of all which the Holy Spirit -4s the 
proper and immediate Spring and Original. 
Hence the Works of the Creation as attri- 
buted to the Spirit of God ; Job 26. 13. 
and 33. 4- where ſce no reaſon to depart 
from the ordinary and canonical and cha- 
racteriſtick ſenſe of the Term. From 
which places in my opinion we may beſt 
interpret, Gem. 1. 2. Where it is faid, that 
the Sparit of God moved or hovered upon 
the face of the Waters. In this potential 
way of Operation, the Spirit of God a- 
&ted the Prophets, Judges, and other Wor- 
thies of //rae/ in their mighty Words and 
Works, that exceeded the Power of Hu- 
mane Nature, as may be ſeen in very ma- 
ny Texts of Scripture. Thus the Holy 
Spirit came upon the Virgin Mary, and the 
Power of the moiF Fligh did over-ſhadow 
her, Luke 1. 35. For I here preferr the 
Catholick Interpretation of the- Creeds 
(which teach this to be the ſupervention 
of the Holy Spirit, from other like Texts, 
6 66 bis and Univerſal Tradition) 
5: is & widus beiore the ſenſe of * Theo« 
Os x, ar;8, 4, ovvie, philus Antiochenus, Who 
xy Nuragas vive, Occ, wot them to the Logos, 
as ſpeaking by the Prophets, though 
the 
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the + Catholick Church 

" hath determined the Di- + Smb. Conſtanrs- 
vine Spirit that ſpake by 9.73 i* «om 
them, to be the third Per- OV 

ſon ; Which Spirit ating Flias was feared 
by Obadiah, that it would carry the Pro- 
phet out of all diſcovery, 1 Xing. 18. 12. 
And according to this potential notation, 
we call all fubtle and vigorous Powers in 
Nature: Spirits, as alſo the courage and a- 
tivity of any animal. I know the Rab 
bins, Crellis, and others make this poten- 
tial Spirit to be a created effluent Virtue ; 
but the permanency ot it in God, with its 
other properties and deſcriptions every 
where exhibited in the Scriptures,do evince 
the contrary, reaſon it felt alſo witneſſing, 
that God never was without an omnipo- 
tent Spirit of Holineſs, which may very 
properly conſiſt in the eſſential Love of 
God, hon which what can be more vigo- 
rous, ative, influential, and -oroduttive ? 
We ſce how ſtrong the Spring and Spirit of 
an ardent love is roward the moſ* mighty 
adventures, and how infinitely n.ore muſt 
it be in the Divine Nature, from which ir 
cave Life and Spirit to univerſal Nature, 
and bleſſed every thing according to its 
order, and cheriſhes all things by a lively 
and penetrating Providence, and drives on 
all 
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all the Motions and Springs of the whole 
Creation, by a perpetual and conſtant im- 
pulſe, and at times exerted miraculous O- 
perations, tothe manifeſtation of its tran- 
ſcendent Power, Goodneſs, and Holineſs, 
and thereby to the converſion of Men to 
the Living God ? But this Principle (if 1 
may fo call it without offence, as I deſign 
without error) more exhibits its own ap- 
propriate celebrated Character of Holy to 
our Conceptions, by actual Inſpirations of 
Sandtity into all fancifed Minds. And 
ſuch is the ſenſe of the Catholick Antiqui- 

ty. For being * original 


IzZzL 


* Orig, Hom, 11.” in 
Numer. 1$. & &e 
Princip. L 2. c. 8. 
Greg. Tbaumat, mn 
Symbol. Revelat. 4- 
than con. ArumDin. 
& Dial. de Trin. 
Naz. de Heron Phi- 
loſoph. Baſil. con En 
mom. |. 5. de Sp. S. 
Epuſcop. Philoloplho 
m Concil. Nicen, ap. 
Socr. Fed Hit. L 1, 
« C. Pſeudo Chryſ. 
im Mattib.7. Hom. 1g. 
Aug. de verb, Dom.in 
Eran. Marth. c. 12. 
Ser. 11.” Faviſtin. ad 
Flaccil, Imperat. de 
fide con. Arian. 

+ Clem. Alex, Strom. 
L 6. Kai Tu myo 


Holineſs it ſelf, it's moſt 
connatural and conſimi- 
lar Operation 15 the a 

Aifcal, for which pho 1 
it is ſignally called. Holy, 
as the ſubſtantial imme- 
diate Principle of all com- 
mumcations of Sanctity 
and Goodneſs ro the Crea-» 
tures: And as a + good 
and holy temper 4n_ the 
Soul of Man is called a 
good and holy Spirit, 
which therefore as ac+ 
cordingly, and gives us 
thereby a Theory of the 
Holy 
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Holy Spirit of God ; So 944%: (Chriſtiani) 
the Afential Spirit of Ho- oy INE = 
lines in God, is (if my »##) 7 + zdew 
infirmities may be per- 19, << aha 
mitted to ſpeak my ſenſe) 25row' fir 5014- 
as it pogo wa paſs ou, Ny 
per of his Nature, _—— 
ons als his Here) and [pe 
Soul under the fame connotation ; which 
the impious Man is faid to grieve; #/a.63. 
10. Eph. 4. 30. as being an internal and 
eſſential Principle offended by thoſe Wits, 
to which it bears an eternal and unaltera- 
ble averſion, which is alſo very ſtrong and 
potential, being + expre- MET: 
ſly called by ſome Fathers {nt 
the - > oo of - _ 6 
God from the Authority ws 
of St, Fobu. From this —_ 
property of Love, Good- T4 5% in c. 17. 
neſs, and Holineſs, it is OO 
called by St. Paw the Spirit of Holineſs ; 
Rom. t- 4. (for I ſee no reaſon to recede 
from the canonical propriety) and by Ne- 
hemias and David the good Spirit of God 
teaching and leading Men unto righteouf- 
neſs. Neh. 19. 20. Pſal. 143. 10. And the 
Palmiſt deſcribes the Holy Spirit of God, 
and a right Spirit in Man as conlimilar 
Principles of moral Goodneſs, the one as 
the 
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the temper of the Divine, the other as the | 


Temper of an Humane Mind. P/al. 51. 
10, 11. Which being by Sandtification li- 
kened ro the Spirit ot God, is laid ro Com» 
municate of the Holy Spirit, 2 Cor. 14.13; 
Fhilip. 2. x. whereby we are faid to be one 
Spirit with God, 1 Cor. 6. 7. by being 
herein transformed into his Image, 2 Cor. 
3.18, and purified in obeying the Truth 
by the Spirit unto an unfeigned love of the 
Brethren. 1 Pet. 1.22. And when St. Paul 
aſſerts the fruits of the Spirit to be Love, 


Joy, Peace, Long-ſufftering, Gentleneſs, | 


Goodneſs, Faith, Meckneſs, Charity, Righ- 
reouſnels, and Truth, Gal.5. 22. Eph.5.9. 
by the Fruit he ſhews the nature of the 
Root and Principle, 42. that the Spirit of 
God is by Nature Loving, Good, and Ho- 
ly, and by Grace endearing and fanCtifical. 
And this Character of the Spirit of God 
does allo illuſtrate the potential Notion ; 
for the more pureand unmixt any Powers 
are, the more quick and ſpirituous are their 
Faculties and Operations, from which in- 
vigorating influences of God's Holy Spirit, 
we are not only ſanctified, but made fer- 
vent in Spirit, Rom. 12. 11, and ſtrengthe- 
ned in our inner Man, Fph. 3. 16. and ar- 
med againſt the Powers of Evil, Eph. 6.17. 
ro mortifie the deeds of the Body, Rom. 

8. I3- 


vv © ac mw 
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$. 13. and toabound in hope through the 


| Power of the Holy Ghoſt. Rom. 15. 13. 


This is the mighty Spirit that ated Fas, 
this was that Spirit, that made Feremy a 


defenced City, and an Iron Pillar, and bra- 


zen Walls againſt the whole Land, &c. Jer. 
1.18, 19. and ſupported all the Prophets, 
Apoſtles, and Martyrs againſt all-the Pow- 
ers of Hell and this World. And yet by 
what influence, but that of the Divine Ho- 
lineſs and Love, by which they were not 
only inſpired, but inſpirited with fuch ho- 


| ly ardours and rapturous affeftions of God, 


as made them to deſpiſe and triumph over 
all Oppoſitions, and ro tread upon the Ad- 
der, and Scorpion, and all the Power of 
the Enemy ? Now it this be nor true Do- 
Arine, I deſire his Lordſhip to rctute it ; if 
it be, Ict him forbear to flour the Ancients, 
that tavghe the Holy Spirit to be Love. 

d. 25. Bur as I have here given a conſue- 
tudinary and canonical account of this Ti- 
tle from common and facred Language, fo 
will I endeavour to add an Erty mological. 
The Word Spirit then in all our learned 
Languagcs is derived from Verbs of brea- 
thing, or blowing, and ſo primitively (:2+ 
nifies a Breath, or Gale of Air, which fecc- 
ming to common apprehenhions the molt 
ſubri}, agil, and penetrating of all ſublunary 

bc 
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Elements, its name was therefore, for want 
of another more ſuitable, applied to imma- 
terial Subſtances, Principles, and ave 
Powers, elpecially plaſtick and animant, 
by way of eminent diſtintion from groſs 
matter, and paſſive dulneſs. Now fuch 
immaterial and fubtil Powers exert their 
Operation by at leaſt a ſeeming ſpiration 
of influences. And the moral Principles 
of the Mind proceed internally from it, 

| | *as it were by an odorous 
* Athan-ad Serap Sp. form of Svirat: 2 
S. non elle Creatur. * piration, grate 
74 7 Þ 60m THY ful unto it ſelf, and God 
pr hs the Author, when good, 
eh uAvor 177:uim. and inſpired from above 
MeuCarw/s rw, for a ſweet favour. And 
Ker% eoells 7. ſuch a Notion the Apo- 
chryphal Wiſdom of So/omon gives us of 
the Divine Wiſdom as including in it the 
+ Spirit of God. For it 
is the aTw; the breath of 
the Power of God, and an 2-riffuz an Ef- 
flux of the glory of the Almighty. And 
Job's Friend Flihu fees to have taken the 
Spirit of God, as a Virtue or Principle in 
the Deity, that gave him (and all Men) 
life by a ſpirant Operation ; the Spirit of 
God hath made me, and the TU WW) the 
Breath of the Almighty hath c:ven me life, 
Job 33. 4. referring to the Tradition thus 
rccor- 
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recorded im Gem. 2. 7. that God breathed 
into Man the Breath of © 

Life, of which * we own * Symbol-Conſtangs- 
his Spirit to be Lord and 72,7" 4 4 
Giver. But as to fancti- 

fical Operations on created Spirits and 
Minds, it is univerſally acknowledged that 
the Spirit of God exerts them by a Divine 
manner of Inſpiration. So that I conclude, 
that Erymologically the Spirit of God is fo 
called, as being derived trom the Father and 
the Son by an unconceivable manner of in- 
ternal Spiration of Love eſſential, and as 
inſpiring into all Beings, their proper Vir- 
tuces and Powers by an invigorating ſtream 
of influences, eſpecially in the fanRifying 
Operations on our Minds, by which new 
and holy Spirits are created in us. 

Q. 26. Now leſt this Spirit of Love and 
Holineſs in the Divine Nature, ſhould be 
reputed Perſonal from its Perſonal Deſcri- 
ptions in Holy Writ, ſome have fanſfied it 
to be a mere unſubſtantial and imperſonal 
Quality in God the Father only, perſona- 
ted only by Trope and Figure. But againſt 
theſe it is to be noted, that he is the Spirit 
of the Son alſo, and fo tor that cauſe, even 
upon this Hypotheſis, the Son mult be 
God with the Father. Bur further there 
being no poſlible imperſeQion in the Det- 
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ty, it-can admit of no unſabſtantial. Quali- 
ries, for as they arc 4mperiectians.q them- 
ſelves, fo do they ſuppoſe an impexieftion 
in their Subjets, whether adorned, or vi- 
lified by them. If rherefore there be a per- 
manent Spirit of Holineſs in the Deity, it 
muſt be pertet, and for that cauſe ſub- 
ſtantial. And this Subllantiality is the 
ground of that Perſonality, which-.we at- 
\ tribute to the Father, Son, and Holy Spi- 
rit according to the order and meaſure of 
our Conceptions, with- 
t Aug. in Ev. Job. ©. out the help of any Soci- 
17. Tract. 105. Spt- ©; 
ritus eſt Patris & Fi- 214an — Pre- 
lii, tanquam charitas ſopopeia, according to 
— now + the Catholick and Pri- 
rum. mitive Theology aſlerted 
by St. Auſtin, 
$. 27. Burt to evade this Truth, there 
were * Hereticks of old, 
as well as of late, that fell 
in with the Rablins, and made the. Holy 
Spirit a mcre Operation, or an effluent Vir- 
tuc, not in God, but without, and: from 
the Deity, terminated in 
us, Which + Cre4iws eve- 
ry where calls. a middle 
quality between the efſential Power of God, 
and its more manileſt effet:;, ro! which 
middle quality, be (much 1k 11s Maſter 
SOCTIHTS ) 


® See Didym.de Sp.S. 


+ See bis Book de 
Spirit. Sano. 
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Socirtra; fays, Perſonal Artribates are given 
by # Metonymy, or a Proſopopeia anting 
ſometimes from a Meronymy of the effe@, 
which- is this Spirir, for the efficienr,which 
is God, whoſe Perſon this effected Spirit, 
or middle Quality figuratively bears, or 
from a Metonymy ot the Adjun&, which 
is this effeted Spirit, for irs divinely inſpi- 
red Subjeft, whoſe Perſon alſo this Spiric 
in like manner ſomerimes doth ſuſtain. Fox 
the Confirmation whereof he quotes: Exo/. 
31. 3. and 35. 31. comparing therewith 
Exod. 28. 3. and 35. 35. Numtb.24 2.and 
27. 18. Deut. 34. 9. Judg. 3. 10: and 6. 
34. and 11. 29. and 13 25. and 14. 19. 
and 15.14. 1 Sam. 10. 6, 10. and 11. 6. 
and 16. 13, 14, &c. and 18. 10. and 19. 9, 
20, 23+ 1 Aing.18. 12. and 22. 24. 1 Chr. 
12.18. and 28. 12. 2 Chron. 15. 1. Job 
33- 4. Pſal. 51. 11,12. Eſa. 44. 3. and 63. 
x1. Proofs enough one would think in all 
Conlcience. 

$. 28. But ſuppoſing, that all theſe Texts 
had denoted a Principle created or inſtilled 
into us, yer here is no Perſonal Repreſen- 
tation thereof ; whereas it was to Le pro» 
ved, that the Spirit of God in thoſe Texts, 
that CharaQerize him Perſonally, is a mere 
created Quality in us, and that ir is no 
where otherwiſe, never any virtue eſſential 
IK to 
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to God. For we need not deny, that the 
Holy Spirits and Principles, inſpired by, 
and from the Subſtantial Spirit of God in- 
to us, may ſometimes derive the Name as 
well as the Nature of that their Original, 
and the moſt Catholick Divines concede it; 
but where the Original Spirit of God is 
diſtinguiſhed from, and aſſerted the Au- 
thor of thoſe Operations and Graces, there 
the Spirit cannot be thoſe very Operations, 
or Graces produced by them, as thole mid- 
dle Virtues and Qualities muſt be. See 
x Cor. 12. 1.10 12. 2 Theſſ. 2.13. 1 Pet. 
I. 2. Gal. 5.22. Joh. c. 04. c. 15. c. 16. 
1 Joh. 5. 7. In which laſt the Holy Spirit 
is faid to be in Heaver,, and conſequently 
can beno middle Quality in us, and yet 
in Heaven perſonally diſtin&t from the Fa- 
ther, and the Word ; which I take to be a 
700d Argument from a good Authority in 
Sloire ot Hereticks and delective Libra- 
ries ; to which I could add very many 
more, were it neceſſary. But the truth 
is, the Texts alledged by Cre/l/;zus do not 
all manileſtly denore by the Spirit of God 
a merc created Virtue or Quality, but may 
(except ſome few to be by and by conſide- 
red) denote the eſſential Spirit of God ſu- 
pervening upon Men, and <c:*ating in them 
rhe Spirits of Wiſdom, Vigour, Prophecy, 
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Life, &c. And particularly where F/ils, 
Job 31. 4+ faith, the ſpiriz of God hath 
made me, he implics the pra-cxiſtence of 
that Spirit belore himſelf, and fo not after 
effeted in him, being indeed a Virtue ope- 
rant, not operated, but a precedent cauſe 
of the Operation it ſelf. And though ac- 
cording to the literal torm of the Hebrew, 
the evil Spirit, that troubled Sa, is cal- 
led the Lords cvil Spirit, « Sam. 16. 15, 
16, 23. and 12%. 16 and 19.9. yer thus 
may denote, not a divine Operation ſure- 
ly, which is not evil, bur a wicked infer- 
nal Perſonal Spirit, the Lictor or Carnilcx, 
which God ſent to puniſh him. Bur if we 
keep to Creliws's Notion, and [ct the evil 
Spirit here be a Quality effected in Saul, 
it muſt be from ſome inſpiring Agent, 
which, the Quality being evil, cannot be 
God, and fo muſt be an evil Spirit of dark- 
nefs IT RD. x Sam. 16. 14. ſent from 
the Lord. And if fo, how can it be evin- 
ced, that the Term evil Spirit does not de- 
note the Perſon of the Evil Angel, but on- 
ly the effet of his infernal Operation ? 
And as to the Spirit of Wiſdom, with 
which God had filled fome Perſons for mas» 
king the Prieſts habis, &c. Exel. 28. 3. 
it appears not to te that effected Wiſdom 
it ſelf, but the Divine Principle efficienr 

Ik 2 th:rcot 
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thereol from Exod. 31. r. Where God lay 

he had filled Bezaleel with the” Spurit © 
God, in Wiſdom, and Underſtanding, &c. 
where the filling Power, 7. e. the Spirit of 
God is diſtinguiſhed from its effect, z. e. 
that Wiſdom and Underſtanding inſpired 
by the Spirit of God into him. And that 
Spirit of God producent of that Wiſdom, 
Exed. 31. 3. might well be called the Spi- 
rit of that Wiſdom, which it produced, as 
likewiſe F/a. 11.2. So that in all. theſe 
places, I am verily perſwaded, that the 
Spirit of God ſignifies not a mere Divine 
Operation, nor a mere Virtue divinely ope- 
rated, but a Principle and Subſtantial 
Power operant. But that the Term Spirit 
of God may be ſometimes put for the Grace 
efi:ed thereby ; nay, and that ations of 
Subjects are many times elegantly attribu- 
ted to their Adjunas (as it may alſo hap- 
pen to the effect for the efficient) 1 ſhall 
not gainſay ; but ſuch mere Metonymies 
do not preſently exhibit a formal Preſopo- 
pzia of thoſe Adjunts or Effefts without 
other technical Schemes, ſuch as uſually 
appear in Poetick or Dramatick fancies, 
not in ſerious Proſe, plain Diſcourſe, di- 
daQick Inſtitutions, eſpecially in the Sim- 
ple, Catechetical, and Inart;ticial Rules of 
Faith delivered by Chrilt and his Apoſtles. 
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Beſides with Poets and other Painters per- 
ſonated Qualities put on the feminine Veil, 
Face, and Sex ; bur Chriſt deſcribes his 
Holy Spirit * as a Maſcu- 
line Perfon, when he calls "oP 4. s. 8 
him Paraclete, with a Per- i e's Law 2 
—_ Pronoun #7e, to oat a mrd 12 + 

ew him as it were ex- , oe 
atly both in Nature and -- 16. y - von 
Perſon. Where, as Bi- 1%, __ ves 
ſhop Pearſon well obſerves "Teo 
on Joh. 16. 13, 14, &c. upon the Article 
of the Holy Ghoſt, thoſe perſonal Attri- 
butes of the Spirit can be by no means ap- 
plied to God the Father, nor to the Apo- 
ſtles by any Metonymy whatſoever accor- 
ding to the Socinien pretention. But fur- 
ther, that ſupreme Spirit of God is only 
one, which yet by manifold Operations 
creates many kinds of Virtues, which 
therefore are plurally called -Spirits, x Cor. 
12. 10. I Cor. 4. 32+ 

$. 29. Now to break off this blow, Cre/- 
lius coins a double fort of Unity for the 
Holy Spirit ; One generical conſiſting in 
this, that all ſuch Spirits, how numerous 
and various ſoever, are yet of one Genus 
of Spirir, as all individual Bodies, and forts 
of Bodies are included in one Genus of Bo- 
dy. But ſuch Unity is but merely notio» 
K 3 nal, 
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na}, and uncapable of individual Ads and 
Offices, which yet are aſcribed co the one 

Wt ef Holy Spirit. For when 
an, 73 ew7h Tri. + one and the ſelf ſame 
a2 Spirit is ſaid to diſtribute 
all gifts according as he will ; it is manifeſt 
that many fingle, and many ſorts of Gra- 
ccs are given by the will of one only Spt- 
rit, individually One. For individual and 
aQtually exiſtent effeAs muſt be the pro- 
duds of individual and aRtually exiſting 
Cauſe, or Cauſes, not from mere Genus 
and Species, which are not the ſubjedts of 
Hiſtorical Relations. For it cannot be 
ſaid of SubNance, or Body in general, that 
one and the ſelf fame Subſtance, or Body 
produces all Phyſical effe&s in the marerial 
World, nor of Man in Specie, that one and 
the ſelf ſame Man performs all the Adts and 
Offices that are done by all and every fin- 
gle Man. Nor 15 Genus and Species capa- 
ble of Perſonal Unities and Diſtintions, 
Bur now the Apoſtle diſtinguiſhes both the 
Operations and Efle&ts of one and the ſelf 
ſame Spirit, both from themſelves, and 
that Spirit, not only numerically, bur ſpe- 
cifically, and yer afferts them 
the products * of oneand the 
ſelf ſame Spirit, one and the ſelf fame Lord, 
one and the ſelf ſame God ; ſhewing ar 
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leaſt the Unity of the Spirit, to be ſuch, 
and the fame, as is the Unity of the Lord 
and God, which muſt be therefore moſt 
perſeftly Individual. Bur if each particu- 
lar Divine Inſpiration, or its produced 
Graces had been ſo many diſtin Holy 
Spirits of God in themſelves, ſince there 
are fuch multitudes, and multiplicities of 
them, there was no reaſon why in the 
ſame breath he ſhould aſſert them many 
and manifold, and yet but one operant 
Spirit only, which therefore muſt be di- 
ſtin& from them as the Cauſe from the ef- 
fect, as the Author from the produd, and 
as the Donor from the gift. 

$. 30. His fecond fort of Unity is that of 
Origine, by which he pretends the Spirit 
to be called One, becauſe though infinitely 
manifold, or diviſible io it felf, yet it pro» 
ceeds from one God, and in this reſpect 
may be called One. But neither will this 
laſt fit. For the Terms [one and the elf 
ſame] are too narrow, and expreſs a cloſer 
Unity, and cannot be applied to innume- 
rable particulars that are only of one Ori- 
ginal For all particular Men cannot be 
aid to be one and the ſelf ſame Man,which 
performs all humane ations that are, be- 
cauſe all Men originally deſcend from one 
Father Adam : Nor can all the /7ſraclites 
K 4 be 
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be faid to be one and the (lf fame Hrackte 
that deſtroyed the | Canaanites,, becauſe 
they all deſcended from one Father JIfrae/ : 
Nor can all the Socinians be called one and 
the (elf ſame Socinian, that wriggles him- 
ſclt into a thouſand iricks and turnings, 
becauſe they all deſcended from one Do» 
Qtor or Father Fauſtus (tor I will not med- 
die with LZeliw.) But in truth, if there 
had been a vaſt number of the Holy Spi- 
rits of God, and theſe but mere Qualities, 
to which Perſonal Names, Pronouns, and 
Predicates are fo often attributed in the 
ſingular number of one Holy Spirit, on the 
ſcore of a mere generical or originary U- 
nity, why do we never plurally read of 
many ſuch Holy Spirits of God ſo perſo- 
nated according to this invention, with an 
open acknowledgment of their Plurality, 
and ſometimes of their Imperſonality ; but 
only of one ſuch Holy Spirit, under ſuch 
Perſonal Titles and Deſcriptions 2 Or why 
had not the Article of the Holy Spirit in 
the Creeds been always taught and proſeſ- 
ſed according to this pretty novel inter- 
pretation ? Since the Church ought to 
have been taught and dealt with plainly, 
and not tricked into mazes or impieties by 
Fig,urcs, Fetches, and Sophiſtries more am- 
b;zuous and involved than the Devil's Ora» 
wa cles. 
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cles.” Nor will the ſeven Spirits of ''God* 
in the Revelation help, for they are wai- 
ting Miniſters at the Throne of God, not 
Qualities inſpired into us, and they are 
bat ſeven-neither, a number far too ſmall 
for the kinds or numbers of inſpired Gra- 
ces. We 'ſee then, that the Wit of Man 
cannot-bear up againſt the Truth and Wif- 
dom of God. And herein our Country- 
man Biddle was ſo con- : 

vinced" of * the errors of © mr 
his Secinian Fathers, that mo” 
he even ſcouts them, and roundly falls off 
to the Elder Enemies of the Holy Spirit, 
_ whom he paſſed for a created Per- 
on. 

Q. 31. Hoping then that this may help 
to convince his Lordſhip of the Perſonali- 
ty of the Holy Spiryg of Divine Love, 1 
will a little for the fakeot others endeavour 
alſo to prove the Holy Spirit not to be a 
created Perſon. This will appear firſtfrom 
all choſe places in which _ _. 
he'is faid + to be pur, or Lig dm 
poured out upon Men, Ipſum quoq; Effalio- 
which'is no where ſpo- 95.nomen meoreatam 
ken of Angels, which yer 7 arm enet nu 
are Spirits miniftring to enim Deus, cum An- 
the' Heirs of Salvation , #9 mintit, aut ali 
which argument convin- ' : 
Ce 
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damdicit de Angelo ceq} the * Soeinians of the 
meg, aut Brow  peecedonian Error. Bur 

2 Divine Virtue, though 
in its Energies it recede not from God, yer 
becauſe of thoſe influences » it felf faid, 
and in 2 manner ſeems to be poured out 
upon, ahd communicated to divinely-in- 
fpired Souls, into which a connatural, con- 
genial, orconſimilar Virtue is thereby in- 
tuſed. So the Spirit of God poured out 
upon all Fleſh, Joe! 2. 28, 29. is a Virtue 
ſubſtantially intrinfical to the Deity,which 
yet St. Peter teſtifies to be the fame Spirit 
which aQted the Apoſtles at the Feaſt of 
Pentecoſt, Af. 2. and which 1s celebrated 
with Perſonal Titles, Pronouns; and At- 
tributes, Joh. c. 14. C15. C. 16. And here- 
in alſo is aſſerted his omnipreſence, as alſo 
by the Apocryphal Wiſdom of Solomon, cl, 
I.V. 7. The Spirit of the Lord filleth the 
World ; and by the Pſalmiſt, Pal. 139. 7+ 
Whither ſhall I go then from thy Spirit 2 or 
whither ſhall I flee from thy preſeace? Here 
the Spirit of God cannot be a middle Vir- 
rue inſpiring David, ſince this he had no 
reaſon to dread or ſhun, and yet all Men 
by ſinning (eſpecially by knavery and 
doubling) ſhun and fly from this Grace 
roo eaſily, Nor are the acts of Divine Ven- 
geance ever called the Spirit of God in the 
Patient. 
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Patient. Neither is this Spirit of God here 
2 created Spirit, whoſe Preſence cannot be 
eſcaped, fince the Pfalmiſt here only ſpeaks 
of God's Preſence and Power. See onward 
to v. 17. And further 

* though one created An- * Mum feSp $.Þ 
gel can follow one ſingle, gelica Virtus ab hoc 
or more ſociated Men, prorfus aliens. Ange- 
whereſoever -we can fup- mas ques iy" 
poſe one way ' for their poſtoloin Afia oran- 
flight, yet one ſingle An- * non poterat furl 
gel cannot at once follow, & ;tis Napa Aut np 
or be preſent to all war yn 
n all rheir Diſperfons, 2 | 
which omnipreſence how- bil ES 
ever all Men ought to 

own in the Spirit of God. Now if any 
Man ſhall urge, that the Words [thy Spt- 
rit] are put for [thee], as [my Spirit] for 
[1] Ger. 6. 3. The fame Pfalmiſt's fame 
words in a full literal intention, Pfal.51.rr. 
Caft me not away from thy preſence, and 
take nor thy Holy Spirit from me, muſt in- 
terpret our preſent Text without a circum- 
locution, as many others will that of Gey. 
6. 3. And yet admitting a Figure or Trope, 
it repreſents the Spirit of God as God, 
which" is what I contend for, as being in- 
ternal to the Divine Mind, Eſa. 40. 13,14. 
With this Oimniprefence he hath alſo a Di- 
Vinc 
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vine-Empire, by which he diſtributes all 
the Divine Graces to whom, and as he 
will every where, 1-Coy. 12. 11. All which 
put together doth more fully fer forth the 
Singularity, Omnipreſence, and Suprema- 
cy of the Holy Spirit, than thoſe mere 
forms of Speech, which as they-are- atrri- 
buted to the Holy Spirit in the Kingdom of 
God, are alſo attributed to the Prince of 
Devils in the Kingdom of Darkneſs, which 
is Biddle's grand Evaſion from our Argu- 
ments taken from ſuch fayings, that the 
Spirit dwells in us, teaches us, &c. for theſe, 
and ſuch like expreſſions are uttered of the 
Devil, that he deceives the World, blinds 
the Souls of Unbelievers, Captivates Im- 
penitents, takes away the Word out of the 
hearts of the Hearers, became a lying Spi- 
rit in Four Hundred Prophets, &c. which 
ſayings do not indeed denote the Devil's 
Perſonal Omnipreſence to all at once, but 
only that he thus reacheth Men by his Mi- 
niſters, which Biddle would perfwade us 
of the Holy Spirit alſo ; but they had cer- 
rainly denoted a terreſtrial Omnipreſence, 
if it had been added, that there is bur one 
only Evil Spirit, and that he alone by his 
own-Perfonal Operations had thus ated 
on all wicked Men, and that no mortal 
Man can avoid his Preſence and Power, 
= none 
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none of which is expreſſed of the Devil, 
and yet if it had, his excluſion out -of 
Heaven is aſſerted alſo, where yet the Ho- 
ly Spirit of God dwells and ſhines in eſſen- 
tial Glory ; not to mention alſo, that the 
Devil, who long time univerſally tyranni- 
zed, is yet never faid to be poured out ups 
on all Fleſh, But now the aforefaid Artri- 
butes given to the Prince of Devils, mani- 
ſeſtly ſcr-forth his Supremacy in the King- 
dom of Darkneſs; and therefore in the 
Kingdom of God the like Phraſes of the 
Holy Spirit of God mult denote his Supre+ 
macy therein, and by conſequence his Dei- 
ty, ſince God alone is the one Supreme 
King of that Kingdom, and thus our Faith 
is eſtabliſhed firmly againſt the Macedonians 
alſo. 

Q. 32. Now of what hath been faid, thus 
much 1 believe would be granted by all the 
Anti-perloniſts, that there is in God the 


| Father an eſſential Reaſon, and Spirit of 


Sandtity, . though not perſonally ſubſiſtent. 
For a Perſon being with them a complete 
ſuppoſitum rationale, and intelleQtual Sub- 
ject, or Being ſeparate and ſtanding fin- 
ple from all others, they hold it a contra- 
diction to hold three Perſons in one indivi- 
dual Deity. 


$. 33. To 
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v. 33- To this, I hope, to give fo juſt 
and candid an anſwer as may embolden 
his Lordſhip to joyn in the Litany hear- 
tier, and to ſpeak clearer next time in his 
Theological Eſflays. The name Perſon, or 
whatſoever anſwers thereto in the learned 
Languages, firſt of all ſignifies a Man's 
Face, natural and artificial, and thence the 
whole fingle Man ; hence after were the 
Gods in profane, and intellectual Spirits in 
facred Writings repreſented perſonally, and 
ſo now the Term Perſon agrees to all fin- 
gle intelligent Beings by common and in- 
artificial uſe. But we, that have no natu- 
ral /dea of the Modes of Subſiſtence pecu- 
liar to Father, Son, and Holy Spirit with- 
out Divine Revelation, cannot withour it 
conceive the form of their Perſonality. So 
for this we mult reſt wholly on Divine Re- 
velation. And accordingly I would de- 
{cribe a Perſon for a Theological Term 
thus ; wharſoever hath Perſonal Tules, and 
Characters properly attributed to i by 
God « Word, the fame 1s a Perſon, though 
we cannot frame an Zea of the lorm of its 
Perſonality. And then I can add, but the 
Divine Mind, Reaſon, and Holy Spirit 
have three properly ciſtinguifhing Perlonal 
Characteriſtick Y.les, Father, Son, and 
Paraclete to be vwned in our avowed Faith 
and 
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and Baptiſm, therefore thele three are three 
diftiat Perſons, though we cannot form 
2 natural /dca of the Mode ot their Perſo- 


nality ; * and though yet 
we are (ſure they are not 
ſeparate and disjoyned 
like three Humane Per- 
ſons, In this myſtery 
therefore the ſenſe of this 


zerm is not vulgar, nor of 


common Notion, but pe- 
culiarly and necetlarily 
Technical. For fince God 
hath revealed that in the 


* Aug. de Tempor. 
Ser 189 Fgo Perſo- 
nas in Putre, & Filio, 
& Spiritu Sancts non 
dico qua perſonas 
hominum. Perſo- 
nam Patris dico quod 
Pater eſt, & Filft 
quod Filius eft, & 
Spiritus Santi quod 
Sptritus Sanctus eſt. 
—— Cividuntur enim 
proprictatibus , fed 


naturd (oczantur. 
Unity ot his Nature, 

there is one firſt Principle with two other 
co-eternally emanant cr deſcendent from 
him, and ſubfiſtiog individually in him,by 
which he created and governs all things, 
and this under the Perſonal and Diſtinive 
Characters of Father, Son, -and Holy Spi- 
rit the. Paraclete, and many other Perſo- 
nal Attribures diſtintive of their proper 
Subſiſtences in the Eſſential Unity of the 
Godheed, the Term Perſon fell unavoids- 
bly into Canonical uſe, though under a 
{tri& care againſt the vulgar notion of Hu- 
mane,' or ſuch like ſeparate Perſons, and 
reſtrained only to the revealed Theories of 
the Myſtery. And under this regular li- 


mutation, 
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mitation, I challenge the Art of the World 
to find our any one CharaQeriſtick Term 
4o fit, proper, and congruous to' denote 
their formal Perſonalities aſcribed to ther 
in the Scripture as this of Perſon, in which 
the whole Catholick Church of old -unani- 
mouſly agreed antecedently to any Conci- 
liar Definitions, and is therefore of grea- 
ter Antiquity and Authority than rhe 
Greek Hy poſtaſis,which rhough well toun- 
_ _ ded im * Aes/ 11h pet 
® Xexa/try 7." was a while of ambiguous 
SUITS. , , X 
| uſe and interpretation, till 
it was by the help of 4:hanafus and others 
canonically adjuſted and fixed according 
to the ſenſe of our Term Perſon. And 
yet ſuppoſing a ſenſible defe& in thefe 
Terms Perſon, and Sabfiſtence ; what mo- 
de(t Man would upbraid the whole Church 
of God tor ſuch an infuperable 1mporency 
in Humane Nature (which all wiſe Men 
perceive, and own in their ſpeaking of 
God) aſter its urmoſt endeavours, cares, 
and conſultations upon cogent neceſſities 
to fix the terms of our Faith and 'Do@rine 
in the beſt manner poſſible, while yet the 
Revilers can produce nothing betrer or e- | 
qual > 'Tis certainly an intollerable- inde- 
cency againſt thc Gravity, Duty, Care, 
and Right* of Mcn that are in Authority of 
Pre» 
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-preſtribiog -Doftrines, an any Profel 
whatſatver ; for to ſugh certainly ic belongs, 
rot Terms.of - Art 19 their Theories, 25 
reaſon ſhall ire, 'as well as they can, 
without the meritor hazard of malevolence 
and detraction. F 
\ &. 44- But: becauſe I-wonld fill the thir- 
ty and candid Soul, with a ſatisfying The- 
ory [herein ; I-will dig deeper into the 
grounds of theſe Perional CharaQters in the 
Scriptures, 'and the Traditional Term of 
on thence Canonically uſed. Firſt 
then, Perſonality is « Character only of 
what is ſubſtantial and intelleual, as are 
the Father, Son, and Holy Spirit the Para- 
cleate, who therefore -have a good ground 
vt bearing thoſe Perſonal Titles. But tho 
theſe peculiar Titles have this commor 
Baſis, ' yet have they their peculiar and lor- 
mal-reafons of Diſtinion : The firſt Prin- 
ciple ot all being called Father from his E- 
ternal tion of the Logos, which is 
called Son from being ſo eternally genera- 
= ofthe: Father's Subſtance, without dis 
viſencor [partition there , 
of. + And//* here the. Fa- © en Oratz 
ther bang ever Father, never Son,.andrhe 
Lagos\ever Son, never Father, St. Lthana- 
fa jultly, as well. as fagaciouſly, .appro» 
priates | theſe Tiles to. theſe Perfans 110 1 
L * *primary 
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| Right and peculiar Excellency; a- 
pony others, fince earthly; . Perſans 
change their Character, being , one while 
Sons, other while Fathers and Sans, other 
while Fathers only, and other while net- 
ther. The Perſonal Diſtinives of the Ho- 
ly Spirit are taken from his connatural O- 
perations and Offices, which are ; Perſonal, 
and the Titles therefore appoſite. Now 
that the eſſential Reaſon and Spirit of God 
the Father, ſhould each be as equally Per- 
ſonal, as the Secinians themſelves confeſs 
the Father to be, will hence appear ratio- 
nal, for that they arc conſubſtantial with 
him, and as ſubſtantially Divine as that 
Eternal Mind, from, and in which they 
are, and live, withcut any inequality in 
their Nature, Perfection, or eſſential Dig- 
nity. And therefore, if one be diſtinctly 
Perſonal, fo muſt the others alſo, And 
therefore the Pronoun Ze, firſt belonging 
to God original, 4. e. the Father, as the 
firſt Perſon, is properly alſo communicable 
to the other Perſons, each of them deris 
ving their Deity and Perſonal ſubſiſtence 
from him, with peculiar reaſons of their 
proper Perſonal CharaQters and Diſtinions. 
And hence it was neceſlary 19 a juſt perfe- 
(ion of Chriſtian Theo!r4 y, that aur Scris 
pturcs, Faith, and Tradition ſhould Chas 
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raQerize the ſecond and rhird Hypoſtaſis 
as perfonally as the firſt, for otherwiſe a 
Perſona! Diſtintion and Notion of one.and 
Imperſonal Diſtintions ot the others, or ci- 
ther of ther, muſt have ſet them as uric- 
qual, ſpecifically different, and hereroge- 
neous in the fame Deiry, and conlequently 
not conſubſtantial or co-eſſential ; for rhav 
the Imperſonals muſt have becn in nature 
inferiour to the Perſonal ; which would 
make a moſt corrupt mixture, a moſt pra- 
rupt and monſtrous anomaly in the Grd- 
read. 

*Q. 35. But perhaps forme Men, with 
whom no diverſiries are taken for true, but 
the ſeparate, groſs, and material, may 
cenſure this Diverſity berween the Ercrnal 
Mind, Reaſon, and Holy Spirit of Love, 
ſo then, notional, and imaginary, that 
cannot ſuſtain, or ground any Chara; 
perſonally diſtinftive, withour a ve 
lent arid abuſive impropriety. N my 
Lord, or any other be in this prejudice, let 
them note that there 1s a certain true Dt- 
verſity between them, and ſuch as we can 
ſomewhat conceive from the Shade we have 
of it if! our own Souls ; Whence a ſedate 
Theory will conclude, that the true and 
proper Modes of this their diftindt fubſi- 
ſtence in the Unity of the Godhead are in 
ay them- 
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themſelves moſt perfect, and clear, and as 
[Muſtrious as the Individual Glory of rhe 
Divine Eſſence, which one day it will be 
our Heaven and Happineſs more immedi» 
arcly to view in the fulneſs of indiſtane 
Light, if at prelent we will be content to 
learn our Theories from God's Tradition, 
and not preclude our ſelves from that blef- 
ſed capacity, by a wanton and affected infi- 
dclity ; for to this glorious intuition this 
Faith prepares us,by cleanſing us from Hea- 
then Phenomena of Providence, and draw- 
ing us to the nobler Theories of the Crea- 
tion, and the Powers of its Author, and 
exciting us to an ative hope and purſuit of 
that Glory and Happinehbs that conſitts in 
the uninterrupted Viſion of God. In the 
mean time however it i5 rational to believe, 
that there is a far greater reaſon in that d- 
verſity of their Individual conſubſiſtence, 
upon which Pertonal Attributes, Chara- 
ers, Predicates, and Diſtintives are by 
the Rules of our Faith given unto them, 
than any humane faculties can reach, tho' 
;n theſe upon Divine Revelation, there is 
Light enough to ſupport the congruity of 
this Tradition againſt all oppoſite Hereſies 
whatſocver, 

$. 36. But the Scoffers will be apt tode- 
ride this Theory, as aiming to render the 
Faith 
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Faith intelligible, which as they think im- 
poſlible, becauſe their prejudices have ſo 
fatally blinded them, that they fanſy no 
Man can diſcern what they cannot, fo will 
they fay, that theſe Theories take away 
the Myſtery, and conſequently expoſe the 
venerableneſs thereof to contempt, whereas 
it hath been our common Wiſdom to cover 
our Abſurdities with a ſuperſtitious veil and 
pretence of unſathomable Myſtery. Now 
what ſhall we do > how ſhall we behave 
our ſelves berween theſe contrary extremes? 
To rhe Anti-Myſteriſts therefore, I reply, 
That if it be hereby made intelligible, they 
have no reaſon to quarrel at ir, ſince their 
only complaint for their infidelity is, that 
it is unintelligible. Bur ro the Crypto-My- 
ſteriſts (who give occaſion tothe Anti- My- 
ſteriſts to. deride us for abſurdities, Tc.) 1 
ſhall. only necd to ſay with 

* St. 4thanaſins, The Faith * Con. Arian Orat 2. 
is no Riddle, (to be kept * 3 a9 2442 08 
in the d.rk ) Fut a Divine 

Myftery (to illuminate our Souls. } /u the 
beginning was the Word, and the Word was 
with God, and the Word was God. Thus 
was not given from Heaven to ſtupifie and 
amuſe, but to ſublimate our Theories of 
God, and to exerciſe our inner Senſes unto 
previous [dea's of that Divinity, which 
L 3 wilt 
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will be more immediately opened unto in 
the State of Glory. St. Pau! thought it a 
noble Wiſdom ro underſtand Myſteries, 
1 Cor. 13. 2. to which all the Sons of Wif 
dom (though to others there is an iyzs te 
Bifrru ) are initiated. Let it therefore 
be deep and recondite, while it is rich and 
noble ; the treaſure is the better for its dif- 
ficulty, and what is to be gotten is with 
joy to be communicated to ſuch as have 
Ears to hear. Tell bur a Man that there 
are three in one, and one in three, withour 
any other Theories, how dry and infant 
muſt that Notion be? How little life and 
taſte is there in ſuch a Rudiment ? But when 
a Man 1s brought by heavenly Theories of 
the Logos to have ſome zpprehenſions of 
the ſuper-efſential Excellency of the Fa- 
ther, and almoſt to feel the vital Love of 
the Holy Spirit, to view hereby the Ori- 
ginals of the Creation, aad the Schemes of 
Providence in thz Ray of Light Eſfential, 
n the Archetypal Tables of the Alnighty 
Mind, this 1s Tranſport, this 1s MArher, 
this is Heaven it felt, ro which we are wat- 
ted up by thele depreciared Senſes of the 
Fathers. Yet whatlocver flight a reh:gious 
Mind may take 1n theſe contemplations, 
God knows theſe advances of mine are ve- 
rv ihnort, and | have no more to adviſe an 


aipt- 
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aſpiring Piety, but to drink of theſe livin 
Waters from! thiir firſt Fountains, the He 
ly Seriptares, and' the Fathers. But he 
that thinks it no Myſtery or valuable The- 
ory, that the firſt Principle of all is an eter-- 
nal glorious lucid Mind, out of whoſe fax- 
cundity there coeſſentially ſtreams a lumi- 
nous and infinite ſubſtantial Reaſon, with 
a benign and adorable Spirit of Subſtantial 
Love and Holineſs, the noble Springs and 
Fountains of the whole Creation, and the 
World to come, forgets the thick darkneſs 
of the old Heathen, and even of the pre- 
ſent untutour'd World in theſe 7dea's and 
Informations ; he forgets the ſhortneſs of 
the moſt ſublimate Theories in proportion 
to the full Glory of the Myſtery ; he for- 
gets how much the Wiſe of the Heathen 
admired ſome few glances of it among the 
Fews, and are themſelves valued for them, 
even by our Fathers and our Moderns al- 
ſo ; he gonceives not how divine and fur- 
prizing/ this Light appeared to the World 
upon the firſt opening of Chriſtianity, how 
it clears up the deluſions of Gentiliſm, and 
ſpiritualizes our /dea's of God above all 
mixtures of carnality, and prepares them 
for a glorious intuition of him hereafter ; 
and lattly fuch Men loath Manna and the 
Food of Angels, forgetting their firſt weak» 
L 4 nelles, 
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neſles, and the difficulties they Nruggled 
with before they attained to this Theolo- 
gy ; neither do they. humbly refle& on 
their preſent narrowneſs in reſped of what 
yet remains Within the Veil, or elſe they 
could never have fallen into contempt of 
this Revelation as light and void of depth 
and myſtery. 

$. 37. Now leſt any Man from hence 
ſhould frame an Objection, that upon this 
Theory we may frame as many Perſons in 
the Deity, as there are Attributes of God, 
let it be obſerved, that all the received At- 
tributes of God do denote one, or- more, 
or all of theſe three * Prin- 
ciples, and fo are not re- 
ally diftint from them, 
or ſimply deſcribe the 
whole Divine Eſſence,and 
ſo no ſingle one of theſe 
Principles, or elſe are 


* This tord in our 
tongue Þ ſuppoſe may 
noe offend, a being 
ſornewhat turned 
From what dag and 
Principrum common- 
ly denote. And I 
call them ſo only mn 


reſpett of the crea- 
tures, not abſolutely 
in reſpett of their 
own [ubſiſtence, as 
if they were three 
unproncipiated Prin- 
ciples x for fo there 
1s but one, viz. God 
the Fatber, Sol a- 
gree with the Do- 
tirine of the Fa- 


thert, as they deny 


merely negative, and fo 
ſignifi no poſitive, Prin- 
ciple, or Hypoſtaſis in the 
Deity, or elle are extrin- 
ſecal, and relative only to 
exteriour productions,and 
ſo touch nothing Eternal 
or Inceſſential to rhe Di- 
vine Nature, that I men- 

tion 
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tion not how, that 'Erey- #6reePrinciples wor 
nal Generation and 'Pro- 7notes Ie 
herwiſe 
ceſſion” can be conceived Principles be 
of 'no Attributes diſtin **** 
from-rhe Trinity, the Father, Zogos, and 
Holy ' Spirit. There is therefore in the 
Deity no poſitive diſtin intelligible Pow- 
er, Virtue, or Principle, but Father, Son, 
and Holy Spirit, Mind, Reaſon, and the 
Holy Spirit of Love, by the Revelation 
of whoſe Nature, Subſitence, Perſonality, 
Counfſels, and Operations the Chriſtian 
Theology and Religion is moſt pure, defe- 
cate, ſublime, full, and abſolute, as be- 
came. the haſt revelations by the Son of 
God, but had not been fo, had it wanted 
any of theſe received Articles and Theories 
concerning the adorable and ever bleſſed 
== 
& 38. But whereas there are, who pro» 
feflin the * Catholick Faith rthemſclves, 
would yet open the Church Doors to con- 
trary Opinions, by making the Goſpel, Fa- 
thers, and Religious Councils naked unto 
ſhame, and contriving to abrogate rhe San- 
ions of our Faith, I pathetically beg tkEm 
to conſider deeply what I have faid hereup- 
on, eſpecially in the four laſt Seftions, and 
further remark, thar ſince by the Graceof 
the Holy Spirit, and the Mediation of the 
90n, 
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Son, we have an acceſs unto union with 
God the Father, the firſt Parent and Prin- 
ciple of all, that dwells in Lighe otherwiſe 
altogether inacceſſible, it was necefſar 

that our Rulc of Faith (if juſtly perſe 

ſhould ſhew us the way of this aſcent, and 
particularly what that Zoges, and Holy 
Spirit properly andeſlentially are,by whom 
we ariſe into this Communion with the Fa- 
ther. Elſe ſuch a detet had remained in 
theſe neceſſary Notices, as had rendred our 
Faith and Theology blind and uncertain 
to the inevitable danger of a fundamental 
Impiety. For Men, hearing of the Son 
and Holy Spirit, muſt have been curious 
for a Notion of them, and muſt have taken 
them for create, or uncreate. Now if ke- 
ing uncreate Men had taken them for crea- 
ted, (as we ſee many will againſt expreſs 
Revelation, and univerſal Tradition to the 
contrary) Men would have prolaned them 
and their Deity, the fault whergof had 
been imputable to God, had he not yiel- 
ded us the neceſſary Revelation of their 
Order and Godhead. And (o likewiſe had 
they been created, God would not have 
left us without ſufficient notice thereof,leſt 
we miſtaking ſhould have adored them for 
Divine, as the whole Church hath done, 
and does. But ccrtainly he couid not fo 
much, 
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much, ſo fully, fo often, fo perpetually 
have aſſerted their Godhead, and Perſona- 
lity, had they been merely created, or im- 

al. To have revealed nothing of 
them had been to have ſhewed no way to 
Communion and Knowledge of God the 
Father, and to have faid ſomewhat of them, 
but not enough to fix a Faith and Notion 
of their Eſſence and Character, had been 
a Snare. But ſince what is now tavghr, is 
both neceſſary and perfect, I think it a 
damnable Sin not to keep ſuch a Divine 
Depofitum perfect, whole, and undetiled as 
it was delivered unto us, but by falſe indul- 
gences of Latitude to betray it up to pro» 
fanation, corruption, contempt, and infi- 
delity. 

d. 39. And here having, madea ſufficient 
Apology for thoſe Theories of the Fathers 
againſt his Lordſhip's charge of Novelty 
and Humane Fancy, I could heartily have 
begg'd a Nanc Dimrttis, and have ended in 
theſe pleaſing Contemplations. But our 
Life is Warfare, and his Lordſhip's further 
proceſs requires my further attendance, 
But many (faith his Lordſhip) have thought, 
that the Term Son did not 
at all belong to the * Beſe ys CITE 7 08 
ſed Three, but only to our © 
Saviour, as he was the Meſhas, the Jews 
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having had this Notion of the Meſſtas, that 
a he was to be the King of Iſrael, ſo he was 
to be the Son of God, We find Nathanael 
addreſſed himlelf thus to him, and when the 
Figh Prieſt adjured our Saviour, he knits 
theſe two together, art thou the Chriſt the 
Son of the moſt High God? Which ſhews 
that they did eſteem thoſe two as one and the 
ſame thing. This account of the Jews no- 
tion his Lordſhip ſeems to have taken out 
of Dr. Hammond's Annotation on Pſal. 2. 
v. 7. Thou art my Son, this day have I 
begotten thee. For theſe are that great 
and good Doftor's words ; the learned 
Jews themſelves reſolved, that he was to be 
the Son of God, and that In an eminent man- 
mer; (So the High Prieſt, Matth. 26. 63. 
Tell us, whether thou art the Chriſt the Sox 
of God, and Joh. 1. 49, Rabbi thou art the. 
Son of God, thou art the King of Tjrael, ) 
&c. Which Text therefore the DoCtor pro- 
phetically interprets of his reſurretion and 
exaltation according to good New Teſta- 
ment Authorities. But he that faid this, 
never taught his Lordſhip that the term 
Son did not at all belong to any of the bleſ- 
ſed Three, but expreſly in the ſame Anno- 
ration proves from Rom. 1. 4- that he was 
declared to be the Eternal Son of God (the 
ſecond ot the bleſſed three) by his Reſur- 
rection 
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retion from the dead. And it is not fair 
play in his Lordſhip to cite a place and 
conceal the Author, that ſo God's truth, 
and his doubling might not be diſcerned. 
But ſince we are upon a critical diſquiſition 
of theſe terms, Meffas and Son of God, we 
will conſider firſt what the real truth is ; 
and ſecondly the opinion of the Jews. Firſt 
then it is certain, that Ged's conſtitution 
of any Perſon in a State of favour gives the 
favourite the Title of a Son by virtue 
thereof. Thus God calls the People of /- 
rael his Son, and his Firſt Born, Zxod. 4+ 
22. and lo litcrally; F/oſea tt. 1. and ma- 
ny other places ſet God as their Father, be- 
cauſe God had admitted them as the ſeed 
of Abraham into his eſpecial Covenant, as 
we are alſo Sons of God by the adoption of 
the New Covenant. And hence exaltation 
by God to an high Authority has founded a 
title of Gods, and Sons of God, unto Men, 
and Angels. And conſequently the various 
ſignal Exaltations of Chrift in his Humane 
Nature, above all others make him in thoſe 
reſpects juſtly to be ſtyled the Son of God. 
It then he had been only exalted into the 
heavenly Throne, without any antecedent 
Death or Reſurrection, this alone would 
have founded a Filial Tuke, much more 
when 
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when im Order thereto, he was born again 
out of _a Virgin Sepulcher, whereby he 
became the firſt Born, or firſt Begorten 
from the Dead. / So his Transfiguration or 
Mount 7a4b-r, and his Union by the Hos 
ly Ghoſt at his Baptiſm (in both which 
the Bath-Col, the voice from Heaven pro- 
nounced him God's beloved Son) wete fair 
grounds for the fame Charatter. His Cons 
ception by the Holy Ghoſt in the Virgin's 
EY Womb was a foundation 
us Luv iron) thereof * before all theſe, 
& ov, &c_ Ji zai73 though not the primary. 
2m, 7 cups. grand By the + Son God made 
nat ſhes that ris the Worlds, and thereby 
_— the Soft the Son became Hetr of all 
Fon © things. And hereupon it 
was by many Ancients 

FH. 1-2. preached as Good Theo- 
* Col. 1.15. ©cz7%- logy, that herein alſo he 
_ mzong 7 #1" was the Son of God, and 
| the * firſt Born and Heir 
of the whole Creation, they ſetting it off 
asa kind of Nativity and ProduCtion of the 
Lopes into Light and the World. And 
thoſe many Texts of Scripture, beſides the 
Catholick Tradition of Creeds, that teach 
him to be in the form of God, and equal 
with God, the true God, God above all 
bleſked 
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bleſſed. for ever, and that he hath received 
his being from the Father, have eſtabliſhed 
the Faith of an-Eternal Paternity and Co- 
eternal Filiation. So that if we take the 
Humane Nature - into the Conception and 
Character of the. Chrift as his Lordſhip 
does, here are ſeveral grounds for the Cha- 
rater of Son, before our Lord actually was 
a Man, ior could be on his Lordſhips No» 
tions the Mefras. And fo Son of God and 
Meſſias cannot really in the true intention 
of the Scriptures be altogether ſynony- 
mous, £quzval, or equipollent, though be- 
longing to the ſame. Perion. Now it Na- 
thanael, made a good and full Confeſſion, 
when he ' told our Lord, , _. 

*Thou art the Son of God, * 7** * 5? 
thou art the Kiog of 1/rael, then he owned 
all the truth ot the Fila) Character ; but 
if his Faith were defeCive, then it is no 
ground for his Lordihip's Criticks to ftay 
ſo low 10 it, and not advance to the High- 
eſt revealed Excellency of the Charatter, 
which I believe the true /raelite reached 
as well as + St. Peter and 

others, ſince the Goſpels xy A $6. 16 
let this for a good memo» 

rial of their and the Catholick Faith. But 
however, let us ſee what the Faith of the 
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Jews contributes to -our Edificajy By 
the Teſtimony of the. Fathers alter 
Joſephus's days, ut \appears an | 


or received Doctrine among the (Ftws, as 
alſo orher Hereticks herein. 1a! judaizi 

that the M-ſtas was to. be @ mere, Man,and 
ſono wonder if all Rabbins ſince, that own 
him to be the Son of God, take him only 
for a poſitive or adaptive Soa by mere a> 
vancement. Now if his Lordſhip, thinks 
this to have been their Faith, alſo-.in our 
Lord's days, then thoſe ſome Criticks of his 
Lord{hip's cannot found-the Filiation of the 
Theanthropus in this Fewiſh Faith, , But if 
theſe Jews did believe their expected Me/+ 
{ras to be a real Immanuel according to their 
Prophet, and this /mmanue/ to be.the Son 
of God, how can his Lordſhip's Criticks 
+ P. 32. in hich Prove that in the /mma» 
the Humane Ns. uct s Filiation + the firſt 
cure berg the firſt Coneeption of the Sonſhip 
Ramp © was in his |Humanity 2 
For if there were another Conception of 
Sonſhip in the Divine Nature, how. can 
they, or his Lordſhip prove it to be poſte- 
tior to that in the Humanity ?. To be Son 
of God is a Character at leaſt of Dignity, 
and it there be any thing in the Deity that 
bears it; it cannot derive it from any Crea- 
ture, 
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ture, and fo in-order of Conception ir 
onghe nbt to-be poſterior to the Title in a 
Creature. His Lor{hip had beſt have 2 
care, leſt 'he and his Cri- of 
wck's * call in'upon Mars | £445. con 
fue in this rode of Con» 
ceptions, and father 'the Herefie vpon the 
Fews. Bur if there be no real Son in the 
Godhead, there wilt be no Father neither 
before rhe Cteation, and conſequently the 
Humane Nature being originally filiah be- 
ing united to God (who by the Creation 
thereof only is its Father, 7. e. natural Pa- 
rent) will convey the Title of Son to its 
own Father by this Union, winch (ince it 
can be only a nominal diſpenſation, herc 
comes in a beloved” Sabellianiſm. Bur it 
there be a Sonſhip in rhe Godhead, fince it 
cannot be derivative, it muſt be Primitive 
to the Character given to the uniced Hu- 
manity, becauſe of that Union, and it 1o, 
how- can its Conception be firſt lodged in 
the Humanity, to which it is ſociallycom- 
municated in the entire S»ppo/itum of the 
Theanthropus, but not ſingly diftr:buted 
by any dividing Conception, except we 
will put up with Neforius. But ro look 
2 little furrher into rhis matrer ; I think ic 
manifeſt, that the Jews beli-ved the Son 
M of 
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of God to be a Perſon not Humane, but 
equal to the Father, and fo had\no firſt 
Conceptions of it in Humane Nature. The 
Perſonal Title of Son, with others, thar 
Philo gives the Zogos, which he did not 
believe to have been incarnate, is a full 
proof of this firſt point, that he was called 
Son by the Jews without any reſpes to 
Humanity, ſince he taught this as the 
Theology of Moſes, and the Tradition of 
the Elders ; and that this Filial Logos was 
by them believed equal to God the Father. 
* St. Jobn proves, for that 

bw myo i7. &c the Jews would have kil- 
led Jeſus, for ſaying that 

God was his Father, making himſelt there- 
by equal with God, and 1o God ; which 
our Saviour refuſes not, but defends. And 
even Joſephus alter the Deſtruftion of Je» 
ruſalem owning, our Jeſus to be Chriſt, 
doubts whether it were lawtul to call him 
a Man, becauſe the old Notion, that God 
was, and was to be the King of //rael, was 
not yet worn out. They looked on the 
Kingdom of the Meſfhas as the Kingdom 
of God, and they looked for the Son of 
God (whom Agur of old knew under that 
CharaQter) ro come, and fet up hus Reign 
among them, and to ſubcuc all Nations 
there- 


Part'l.* the Primitive Fathers, &c. 163 


thereunto,”” And therefore St. John ſhews 
him, andthe Devils confeſs him the Son 
of God/alfo 'as well as his Diſciples ; nay, 
the Contarion ' at his' Crucifixion owned 
him tobe the Son of God; who never ſaw 
him to have been, nor ever hoped to ſee 
him hereafter to be the King of the Jews, 
according to their Notions of his Royalty. 
For though they looked on their King ro 
come tobe God, the Son of the Father, 
yer they took his Kingdom to be ſecular. 
And he that conſiders, that in the Goſpels 
the terms of Father, Son, and Holy Spi- 
rit are ſpoken of to, and by the Jews fami- 
larly, without any of our Lord's corre- 
Rion of the Fewiſh Notion, or Inſtitution 
of any other, cither in common among the 
multitudes, or privately among his Diſci- 
ples, muſt refolve that the true notion of 
theſe three Perſons was popular, and re- 
ceived by an indubitate and good Tradi- 
tion, or elſe our Lord and his Apoſtles, ha- 
ving a recondite Notion of them unexplai- 
ned, could not be underſtood by that Peo- 
ple. Nor could Nathanael and Peter and 
others have made a right confeſſion of 
Faith, without any preliminary Catechiſm 
of rhe Notion, had it 'not been general ? 
And in 'vain had God the Father at his 

M 2 Baptiſm 
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Baptiſm declared him to be his Son, in 
whom he was well pleaſed to all;the mul- 
titude, had they been Strangers 10 the true 
ſenſe of the Title, which imported not on- 
ly .a Royalty, but an 

* Math. 4, Mar. 1. *0mmpotent Divine Pow- 
adds cr, even, had he pleaſed, 
of turning Stones into 

har {1h Bread by his mere Com- 
ws _ __ mandment, + and to tor- 
ment even Devils before their time; and 
alſo a Divine Knowledge of the Father, for 
no Man knoweth the Father but the Son, 
T who being the. * Holy 
Lay 4. 34 One of God, was there- 
fore the Holy One of ſrac/. And though 
it may be objected, that when the Jews 
demanded him, to come down from the 
Croſs, it he would be believed, 'tis faid by 
the Evangeliſts, If he be the. Chriſt, the 
King of //rael, let him come down from 
the Croſs ; yet.this ſuppoſes, that, -had he 
this Power, he muſt have it as God the 
Chriſt and King, and not as a Man only 
anointed King ot //rael. So that neither 
the true, nor falſe Conceptions of the Jews 
concerning his Filial CharaQer, can help 
his Lordſhip and his Criticks 2 their firſt 
Conceprtions of it in his Humanity-: And 
here, 
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here; indeed, there lies a large and noble 
Field before me for « Theory, concerning 
the Tirles'of Chriſt, Lord, King of frac, 
&c.'0n what grounds they ſtand in the 
Divine and Humane Nature, wherein 
might ' be ſhewn that neither are the firſt 
Conceptions of all theſe in our Lord's Hu- 
manity, to the utter ruin of Criticiſm; bur 
it being not here neceſſary, and withal be- 
ing a matter of a large ſpeculation, I wave 
it 1n this place ; and the rather, becauſe, 
if my unhappy Eyes will hold our fo far to 
ſerve my deſigns, I intend a peculiar Trea- 
tiſe concerning the Kingdom of God, in 
which theſe Tirular Characters of our Lord 
will be largely diſcuſſed. In the mean 
time, I am ſorry his Lordſhip's Criticks are 
ſpoiled in their kind aims to explain the 
Texts, that teach the inferiority of Chriſt 
as Man to the Father; but | am pretty 
well pleaſed however, that the Catholick 
Do&trine has no need of ſuch new faſhioned 
planes to ſmooth its difficulnes. 

$..40. Burt now at laſt the Scene opens, 
and the whole myſterious intrigue comes 
out,- Why all this pother is made. For 
lairh my Lord, '* If thus be true, , 
all the Speculations conterning au IF 
Pternal Generation are cut off in the ftridt 
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Seuſe of the words, though in a larger ſenſe 
every Emanation, of what ſort | ſoever, 
pray be ſo called, But was it my Lord's 
part to leave this in ſuſpenſe, whether it 
be true or no 2 To leave hereby a liberty 
to deny the Nicene Faith, that he was be- 
gotten of his Father betore all Worlds - 
Would not common honeſty oblige a Divi- 
nity Profefior to determine one way or ©0- 
ther, between rhe inconſiſtent Fathers,and 
thele ſfagacious Criticks, either for, or a- 
gainſt an Eternal Generation ? and' yet to 
let us fee which way he inclines, he brings 
Texts of Scripture perverred for the ſenſe 
of Hereticks, but not one facred fyllable 
for the Fathers ; nothing but faſtidious and 
expoſing Cenfſures. Yet this was not e- 
nough. The diſtin Emanations of the 
Son, and the Holy Spirit were to be con- 
founded, though one be trom the Father 
only, and 'immediately, the other from 
the Father and the Son,as we Weſternscon- 
feſs; or, ro» ſpeak ' more like the Greeks, 
from the Father by the Son ; that-fo the 
Emanartion of the Holy Spirit being in a 
hrger ſenſe called Generation, the Holy 
Spirit may in a larger ſenſe be called the 
Son of God : And fo Ged the Father ſhall 
have improperly two Sons , bur really 

none 
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-none at all till the being of Chriſt's Hu- 


manity. 
$. 4x. And now for a bleſſed Epiphone- 
ma. '\ * But it may be juſtly ques , 
ftioned, whether by theſe they bave ED 
made it better to be anderftood, or more 
firmly believed, or wbether others have not 
taken advantage to repreſent theſe ſubtilties 
@ Dregs, either of ones, of the Valenti- 
nians, - er of the Platonick Notions, —— 
And it being long before rheſe Theories were 
well ſtated and ſettled, it is no wonder if 
many of the Fathers have not ouly differed 
from one another, bat even from themſelves 
in ſpeating upon this Argument. When 
Men go about to explain a thing, of which 
they. can have mo diſtin Idea; it 1s wery 
natural for them to run out into a vatt mul- 
tiplicity of words ; into great length, and 
much darkneſs and confus _ 
fron. Many | impertinent a4, P. 41, 42, 
Similes will be urged, and 
often impertinent reaſonings will be made 
#ſe of, all which are the unavoidable conſe- 
gaences of a Man s going about to explain to 
others, what be = not diſt inilly under- 
fland himſelf. Now to this calumnious re» 
flexion it were enough to ſay, the Lord 
rebuke thee ; but for the fake of others, 
M 4 that 
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Seuſe of the words, though in a larger ſenſe 
every Emanation, of what ſort | ſoever, 
may be ſo called, But was it my Lord's 
part to leave this in ſuſpenſe, whether it 
be true or no 2 To leave hereby a liberty 
to deny the Nicene Faith, that he was be- 
gotten of his Father betore- all Worlds 2 
Would not common honeſty oblige a Divi- 
nity Profeflor to determine one way or ©- 
ther, between rhe inconſiſtent Fathers,and 
thele fagacious Criticks, either for, or a- 
gainſt an Erernal Generation ? and yet to 
let us ſee which way he inclines, he brings 
Texts of Scripture perverted for the ſenſe 
of Hereticks, but not one facred fyllable 
for the Fathers ; nothing but faſtidious and 
expoſing Cenfſures. Yet this was not e- 
nough. The diſtin Emanations of the 
Son, and the Holy Spirit were to be con- 
founded, though one be from the Father 
only, and immediately, the other from 
the Father and the Son,as we Weſternscon- 
feſs; or, ro ſpeak more like the* Greeks, 
from the Father by the Son ; that ſo the 
Emanation of the Holy Spirit being in a 
hrger ſenſe called Generation, the Holy 
Spirit may in a larger ſenſe be called the 
Son of God : And fo Ged the Father ſhall 
ave improperly two Sons , bur really 
none 
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manity. 
$. 41. And now for a bleſled Epiphone- 
ma. '* But it may be juſtly ques , 
flioned, whether by theſe they bave ” 
mae it better to be anderftood, or more 
firmly believed, or whether others have not 
taken advantage to repreſent theſe ſubtilties 
« Dregs, either of Aones, of the Valenti- 
nians, - #r of the Platonick Notions, —— 
And it being long before theſe Theories were 
well ſtated and ſettled, it is no wonder if 
many of the Fathers have not ouly differed 
from one another, bat even from themſelves 
in ſpeaking upon this Argument, When 
Men go about to explain a thing, of which 
they. can have no diſtinit Idea; it is wery 
natural for them to run out into a vait mul- 
tiplicity of words ; into great length, and 
much darkneſs and confu- A 
fron. Many | impertinent = ieneſs P. 41, 42. 
Similes will be urged, and 
often impertinent reaſonings will be made 
#ſe of, all which are the unavoidable conſe- 
gaences of a Man's ' going about to explain to 
others, what he does not diſtinitly under- 
fland himſelf. Now to this calumnious re- 
flexion it were enough to ſay, the Lord 
rebuke thee ; but for the fake of others, 
M 4 that 
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that may cither glory 40 it, or be | 
by, I will anſwer it 4n order. Firft then 
al-abelc traduced Theories of Faith areauni- 
verlally-proleiſed,and received in the whole 
h-gf God, and have but a very few 
Adyerfaries : And we have reaſon to attri- 
bure tlity univerſal Conſent herein to: the 
Picty and Labours of the Ancients, who ſo 
victoriouſly defended it againſt the Higheſt 
Parts, Principalities, and Powers. . -; Far 
whatſoever failures and leſſer miſtakes 
(from which no mortal is, or can be ſe- 
cure) mayAometimes appear in a courſeot 
nice Diſputations, yet the main Body of 
them. appeared fo ſtrong and convincing, 
that they bowed down the whole World 
into Conviction : I mean the Chriſtian 
World ; while the Adverſaries thereat have 
deſervedly attained the glory of preparing 
the way tor Mahometiſm. What matter 
then 1s 1t if theſe Divine Theories ( which 
his Lordſhip opprobriouſly calls ſubtilties) 
be abuſively repreſented by wicked Men 2 
Does it tollow that the Theology is vicious, 
and to be quitted 2 Such Counſel as this 
would ſoon have ſtrangled the whole Chri- 
ſtianity, which at firlt was every - where 
traduced. What they, if 
that Impoſtor Sandius * 
would 
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would derive our Faith from Falcit fue ? 
The. viilgar Chriſtians do not know, nor 
trouble Ives with choſe fabulous 
oxy, nor 'is 'there any danger of frighting 
them from the Faith by this imputation. 
And as for the Learned,or Students in An- 
tiquity,” they will foon diſcover the fal- 
ſhood, and even to fave, or facilitate their 
labour, 'tis unanſwerably | 
+ done to their hands al- 3 Bu# Defenf. Fd. 
ready, by an Author his jv. $ An 
Lordſhip will never be a- 

ble ro anſwer. But this Calumny is as ſil 
ly as itis falſe and debaſing. For Feneus 
the great mawl of Yalentinianiſm, defends 
our very Faith and Theo againſt that 
and all other Gnoſtick Herefies. Nay,and 
St, Jobn one would think was a Preacher of 
our Doctrine. And can any one be brought 
to believe, that Sr. John and St. /renzwu 
were tainred or drunk with the Lees of Z9- 
niſm 2 Let Sandius therefore and his Lord- 
ſhip make what advantages they picaſe a- 
gainſt our Theories by their Yalentinian 
Character ; there is no great danger : The 
Lion's ' Hide covers a very tractable Ani- 
mal. For after all Sandius his Diſpuiles, 
his Father Ari#s, his Zhalea ( which he 


{waggered as deſcending from Men «/«v, 
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Sudlixlar, ware 2/4 mpir m2) bad \its 
$i» me) tyor!ly from Grandiire Hakentive, 
and his $ &.  Well,;to go with 
his ip, how came the poor old doa- 
ting Fathers to nod thus 2 His Lordſhip 
tells us, 'twas becauſe 'twas long befote 
theſe Theories were well ſtated = ſetthed. 
And here 1 had been at a fad loſs for an &- 
pocha of this ſettlement, if I had\not by 
good fortune met with Dr. Barnet 4 Letter 
of Remarks upon the two ſtrong Box , Pa- 
pers, where he tells us thus :_/#, ſeems 
plain, that the Fathers before the. Council 
of Nice believed the Divinity of the Sow of 
God to be in ſome ſort inferiour to that of the 
Father, and for ſome Ages after the Conn- 
cil of Nice they believed them indectd both 
equal, but they confidered theſe as two diffe- 
rent beings, and only one in Eſſenct;as three 
Mem have the ſame Humane Nature in com- 
mon among them, and that as one Candle 
lights another, ſo one flowed from another ; 
and after the fifth Centary the Dottrine of 
one Individual Eſſence was received. If 
you will be further informed concerning this, 
Father Petau will /atisfie you as ta the firſt 
Period before the Council of Nice, . and the 
Learned Dr, Cudworth as to the ſecond, $0 
then the Primitive Faith till the' Nicene 
Council 
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Council was, That there-were two Divint- 
ties or Deities, one of the Father, and ano- 
ther of the Son, and that of the Son ſome- 
what inferiour to that of the Father. From 
the Coancil of Nice to the fixth Century, 
believed twoorthree 
di * Beings, ' and * What is this but 
theſe equal, and no other- 575" 7s 
wiſe of one Eſſence than 
three Men that are of one common Na- 
ture.. But in the beginning of the fixth 
Century, then their Eyes and Faith = 
into'one individual Eſſence; and t [ 
ſuppoſe © the matter was ſertled. Be this 
ſo for once; what will it amount to ? That 
all the Fathers till the ſixrh Century were 
Polytheiſts and Idolaters, not excepting 
the Nicene. When a Man thinks upon this 
he maſt needs confeſs it 
nor + only perhaps, but {2/961 
= certain invidious to dar} ts end 
end "Men to the Jeſuit Men ts Petavius to 
for x Calumny againſt the 7 —_—_— 
Primunves, and were fo ſeveral Aves has vs- 
to Dr. Cudworth to make _ Yo be greareft 
his Hiſtory of ſuch Con- 7,» - > vat 
ſequence. Bur as for Pe- 
ftavits and his Admirers, Ithink them all 
retuted by Dr. Ba# beyoad all poſſibility 
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of a'teply ; and as for the Arguments upon 
z Specrfick Homooufion cited by Dr. Cad- 
worth and others, I have above accounted 
for their innocency,' {. 11. and” proved, 
that though they argued from # ſpecifick 
Homoouſion th the Ariar Cavils; 
(eſpecially to avoid the Charge of Sabe/- 
lianiſm) yet they did not afferr this alone, 
as his Lordſhip charges them. But now 
to come upon my Lord's blind fide : In 
his Letter he fays, the Poſt-Nzcene' Fathers 
were for an equality, and uſed for- their 
Theory the Simile of Candles. In the Dif- 
courſe we are upon he ſays, the Simile of 
Candles gave riſe to the Nicere form Light 
of Light, and therefore muſt be uſed by 
the Ante-Nicene Fathers, whom he aſſerts 
to be for an inequality. In his Letrer the 
ſpecifrck Homoouſtaſts are equa2jizers ; but 
in his /Diſcourſe the fame are Subordina- 
rors, \But here again I would fain fee the 
Simile of Candles produced among the 
Poſt-Nicene Homoouſtaſts, ro whom in his 
Letter my Lord aſſigns ir. Again in” his 
Diſcourſe the Theory of the Divine- Wiſ- 
dom and Love is ſaid ro be conſequent or 
concomitant to the Doctrine of one indivi- 
dual Eſſence. In the Letter rhis Doftrine 
commences with the ſixth Century. But 
all 
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all-zhe.Fathers that I have above-cited far 
the Theory of the Wiſdom and Love of he 
Digine-lnd, eſpecially Q. 2x. 9.2.3. liv 
before his Lordihip's Epecha, even in 
the fourch Century the very loweſt, and 
lateſt. ; But fince his Lordſhip is become 2 
Father, no. wonder if he falls into contra» 
dictions too againſt himſelf and truth too ; 
for it ſeems 'tis of ancient preſcription with 
Men of that Charafter. But in ſhort, I 
thought all theſe traduced Theories to have 
been ever ſettled, and that ſettlement. not 
begun, but continued and defended only 
by. the Councils and Fathers in ſeveral A- 
ges, according as ſcemed then moſt ſeaſo» 
nable-in reſpect of the Hereſies, and Sen» 
timents then fermenting ; which occaſions 
a ſeeming variety in torms of expreſſion, 
but no. real difference in the Subſtance of 
their Faith, that ſo Men herein might 
charge them with mutual or ſelk-contradi- 
Qions.. And yer that which we ſtand for 
is not every notion of every Father, but 
what they all agree in, and ſuch are thoſe 
Theories which his Lordſhip hath expoſed 
as Exorbitant : Let his Lordſhip prove 
their expreſs contradictions cach to other 
in_thefe eſtabliſhed and received Theories, 
and then indeed he may more creditably 
expole 
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of a'teply; and as for the Arguments upon 
« Specifick Homooufion cited by Dr. Cad- 
worth and others, I have above accounted 
for their innocency,' $. 11. and' proved, 
| —_ they argued from a ſpecifick 

omoouſion th e _ —_ I 
eſpecially to avoid the e of Sabel- 
lianiſm) +. they did not afferr this alone, 
as his Lordſhip charges them. But now 
to come upon my Lord's blind fide : In 
his Letter he fays, the Poſt-Nzcene' Fathers 
were for an equality, and uſed for- their 
Theory the Simile of Candles. In the Dif- 
courſe we are upon he ſays, the Simile of 
Candles gave riſe to the Nicere form Light 
of Light, and therefore muſt be uſed by 
the Ante-Nicene Fathers, whom he aſſerts 
to be for an inequality. In his Letrer the 
ſpecifick Homoouſtaſts are equ2hizers ; but 
in his Diſcourſe the fame are Subordina- 
rors, But here again I would fain fee the 
Simile of Candles produced among the 
Poſt-Nicene Homoouliaſts, ro whom in his 
Letter my Lord aſſigns ir. Again in” his 
Diſcourſe the Theory of the Divine- Wiſ- 
dom and Love is ſaid ro be conſequent or 
concomitant to the Doctrine of one indivi- 
dual Eſſence. In the Letter this Do&trine 
commences with the ſixth Century. But 
all 
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all.zhe.Fathers that .I have above-cited for 
the Theory of the Wiſdom and Love of he 
Divine-Mind, eſpecially Q. 2.2. 9-23. liv 
before his Lord(hip's Epocha, even in 
the fourch Century the very loweſt, and 
lateſt. - But fince his Lordſhip is become a 
Father, no. wonder if he falls into contra» 
dictions x00 againſt himſelf and truth too ; 
for it ſeems 'tis of ancient preſcription with 
Men of that Charafter. But in. ſhort, I 
thought all theſe traduced Theories to have 
been ever ſettled, and that ſettlement. not 
begun, but continued and defended only 
by. the Councils and Fathers in ſeveral A- 
ges, according as ſcemed then moſt ſeaſo- 
nable-in reſpect of the Herefies, and Sen» 
timents then fermenting ; which occaſions 
a ſeeming, variety in torms of expreſſion, 
but no. real difference in the Subſtance of 
their. Faith, that ſo Men herein; might 
charge them with mutual or ſelt-contradi- 
Qtions.. And yer that which we ſtand for 
is not every notion of every Father, but 
what they all agree in, and ſuch are thoſe 
Theories which his Lordſhip hath expoſed 
as Exorbitant : Let his Lordſhip prove 
their expreis contradictions each to other 
in. theſe eſtabliſhed and received Theories, 
and then indeed he may more creditably 
expole 


174 A Vindication of ' Pre W 
expoſe his Father's Nakedneſs, though 
that /praftice is but of ill and 'execra- 
ble preſcription. But as his Lordſhip 
has upbraided the Primitive Tradition'of 
the Faith and the Scriptures in theſe Dif- 
courſes, and the forementioned Letter, 
and loaded the Traditors with ſo much 
reproach ; he has done what in him lies 
to diſcourage Students from reading or 
regarding them, and not only ſo, but 
he has put ſuch a Dagger into the hands 
of Deiſts, and the open Enemies of all 
Revealed Religion, as he himſelf will ne- 
ver be able to extort; for who will be- 
lieve the Church, that ſhe received the 
New Teſtament from Men divinely in- 
ſpired, when for Five Hundred Years at- 
ter Chriſt her Principles were Polytheiſt 
and Idolatrous, and ſhe knew not the 
very firſt Rudiments of a true Faith, 
and when ſhe at laſt did ſo, yet fell 
into divers filly conccits and Similes about 
it ſince ſcorned and rejected by the Cri- 
tick Tribe? 


d. 42. And now I am reſolved to 
end, though his Divinity affords much 
more corrigible matter : Ar the horrour 
whereof, I leave him to God's Mercy, 
and 
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and the Churches Prayers ; but his Wri- 
tings of this ſtamp, either to his own 


ingenuous Recantation , or Canonical 
Cenlure. 


